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NINETEENTH  ANNUAL  REPORT. 


State  of  Illinois, 

Office  Eaileoad  and  Wabehouse  Commission^ 
Springfield,  December,  1,  1889. 

To  the  Hon.  Jos.  W.  Fifer,  Governor  of  Illinois: 

We  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  as  the  nineteenth 
annual  report  of  the  Eailroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  for  the 
year  1889: 


STATISTICAL  TABLES. 


This  report  on  railroad  statistics  comprises  twelve  tables  which 
give  information  on  the  subjects  indicated  in  their  titles.  These 
titles  are  as  follows: 

Table  I.  Classification  of  railroads  and  mileage. 

Table  II.  Capital  slock,  funded  debt  and  current  liabilities. 

Table  III.  Total  earnings  from  operation  in  Illinois. 

Table  IV.  Total  earnings  and  income  in  Illinois. 

Table  Y.  Operating  expenses  in  Illinois. 

Table  VI.  Operating  expenses,  taxes  and  average  earnings  per 
mile  of  road  in  Illinois. 

Table  VII.  Passenger  and  freight  traffic  in  Illinois. 

Table  VIII.  General  exhibit  —whole  line. 

Table  IX.  Classified  freight  traffic  in  Illinois  in  tons. 

Table  X.  Description  of  equipment. 

Table  XI.  Accidents  in  Illinois. 

Table  XII.  Taxes  paid  in  Illinois  in  1887,  1888  and  1889. 

The  tables  above  named  will  be  found  in  full  further  along  in 
this  report,  and  may  be  here  summarized  as  follows: 
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TABLE  I.  CLASSIFICATION  OF  EAILKOADS  AND  MILEAGE. 

This  table  shows  the  corporate  relations  of  the  railroad  com- 
panies, and  the  length  of  lines  operated  and  owned  in  this  State. 
In  this  table  is  found  a classified  list  of  all  the  railroads  in  the 
State.  The  principal  roads  in  an  operating  system,  or  which 
operate  on  their  own  account,  appear  in  their  alphabetical  order, 
while  all  subsidiary  roads  are  grouped  under  the  roads  to  which 
they  are  leased,  or  by  which  they  are  controlled.  The  letter  “O” 
indicates  that  the  corporation  making  the  report  is  an  operating 
company,  and  has  made  an  operating  report,  while  the  letter  ‘T’' 
alone  shows  the  road  to  be  a subordinate  line,  the  operations  of 
which  are  included  in  the  operating  report  of  the  principal  com- 
pany. 

The  mileage  in  the  State  of  Illinois  is  shown  in  columns  two 
and  four.  The  former  gives  the  length  of  line  operated  in  this 
State,  and  the  latter  the  length  of  line  owned  in  this  State.  The 
total  mileage  in  Illinois  must  be  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  items 
appearing  in  column  four,  and  not  in  column  two,  because  under 
the  heading  “Length  of  line  operated  in  Illinois,”  whenever  the 
same  track  is  used  by  more  than  one  operating  company  there 
will  be  duplicated  mileage. 

From  this  table  it  appears  that  the  total  mileage  of  the  rail- 
roads in  Illinois  is  as  follows: 

Main  line  and  branches 9,938.63  miles. 

Double  track 755.67  “ 

Sidings 2,804.68  “ 

Total 13,496.98  miles. 

The  length  of  new  road  built  and  operated  in  Illinois  during 
the  year  was  71.41  miles. 


TABLE  II.  CAPITAL  STOCK,  FUNDED  DEBT  AND  CUKKENT  LIABILITIES. 

This  table  shows  the  railway  capital  of  the  roads  doing  business 
in  the  State  of  Illinois  to  be  as  follows: 

Capital  stock $768,271,631.11 

Funded  debt 803,204,734.85  ' 

Current  liabilities 29,598,283.02 


Total $1,601,074,648.98 

Capital  stock  per  mile  of  road $24,226.50 

Funded  debt  per  mile  of  road 24,576.00 

Current  liabilities  per  mile  of  road 1,707.26 


Total 


$50,509.76 
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TABLE  III.  TOTAL  EAENINGS  FROM  OPERATION  IN  ILLINOIS. 

This  table  shows  the  total  earnings  from  operation  in  Illinois 
to  be  as  follows: 


Passenger  department — 

From  passengers $14,182,070.17 

From  mails 1,615,843.91 

From  express  and  baggage 1,518,433.37 

From  other  sources 178,338.52 


Total $17,494,685.97 

Freight  department— 

From  freights $39,582,096.54 

From  other  sources 123,985.86 


Total $39,706,082.40 

From  other  sources,  miscellaneous 1,528,712.97 


Total  earnings  from  operation  in  Illinois...  *$58,729,481.34 

In  the  passenger  department  these  figures  show  an  increase  of 
$396,015.82  over  the  business  of  last  year  in  the  receipts  from 
passengers,  mail  and  express,  and  a loss  of  $529,313.22  in  the  re- 
ceipts from  other  sources,  making  a net  loss  of  $133,297.40. 

In  the  freight  department  these  figures  show  an  increase  over 
the  business  of  last  year  of  $53,987.95. 

The  following  table  shows  the  earnings  of  the  passenger  and 
freight  departments  in  Illinois  for  the  last  four  years: 


Passsenger. 

Freight: 

188G  

$15,316,104  46 
15,385,945  66 
17,627,983  37 
17,494,685  97 

$37,523,917  63 
38,524,367  55 
39,652,094  45 
39,706,082  40 

1887  

1888  

1889  

TABLE  IV.  TOTAL  EARNINGS  AND  INCOME  IN  ILLINOIS. 

This  table  shows  the  total  income  in  Illinois  for  the  year  to  be 
as  follows: 


Total  earnings  from  operation $58,729,481.34 

Interest  on  bonds  owned 401,620.30 

Dividends  on  stocks  owrmd 433,371.44 

Kentals  of  buildings,  tracks,  etc., 2,324,792.07 

Miscellaneous,  less  expense 1,280,831.04 


Total  earnings  and  income  in  Illinois $63,170,096.19 


These  figures  show  an  increase  over  the  total  earnings  and  in- 
come of  last  year  of  $1,836,580.74. 
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The  total  income  in  Illinois  for  the  last  four  years  is  indicated 
in  the  following  table: 


1886  855,677,351.06 

1887  56,860,287.34 

1888  61,333,515.45 

1889  63,170,096.19 


TiBLE  y.  OPERATING  EXPENSES  IN  ILLINOIS. 


This  table  shows  the  operating  expenses  in  Illinois  for  the  year 
to  be  139,292,024.43,  divided  as  follows: 


' 

Chargeable  to 
Passenger  Traffic 

Chargeable  to 
Freight  Traffic. 

Maintenance  of  way  and  structure 

$3,027,496  49 
1,868,775  96 
• 6,633,001  88 

1,656,663  51 

$5,232,630  75 
4,342,553  75 
13,860,763  47 
2,670,138  62 

Maintenance  of  equipment 

Conducting  transportation 

General  expenses 

Total 

$13, 185, 937  84 

$26,106,086  59 

[I  These  figures  show  an  increase  in  operating  expenses  over  last 
year  of  $421,093.89. 

The  operating  expenses  in  Illinois  for  the  last  four  years  is  in- 
dicated in  the  following  table: 

1886  $33,226,961.80 

1887  33,010,187.83 

1888  38,870,930.54 

1889  39,292,024.43 

TABLE  Vi.  OPERATING  EXPENSES,  TAXES  AND  AVERAGE  EARNINGS  PER 
MILE  OE  ROAD  IN  ILLINOIS. 


The  following  facts  are  shown  in  this  table: 

Percentage  of  operating  expenses  to  earnings 66.90 

Averag'*  earnings  per  mile  of  road  operated.  $1,403.11 

Average  passenger  earnings  per  train  mile .74 

Average  freight  earnings  per  mile  of  road  operated..  ..  3,893.58 

Average  freight  earnings  per  train  mile 1.37 

Average  gross  transportation  earnings,  including  mail, 

express,  baggage,  etc.,  per  mile  of  road  operated....  5,784.46 

Average  expenses  per  mile  of  road  operated.... 3,870.79 

Net  earnings  per  mile  of  road  operated 1,913.76 

Average  loss  per  mile  of  road  operated  (one  road)....  193.92 


In  arriving  at  the  above  averages,  only  those  roads  which  have 
made  complete  detailed  reports  are  taken  into  consideration. 

TABLE  VII.  PASSENGER  AND  FREIGHT  TRAFFIC  IN  ILLINOIS. 

This  table  shows  the  passenger  and  freight  traffic  in  Illinois  to 
foe  as  follows: 
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Passenger  traffic — 

Number  of  passengers  carried  earning  revenue..  23,755,056 

Number  of  passengers  carried  one  mile 586,610,364 

Average  distance  carried —miles 26.25 

Average  amount  received  from  each  passenger — 

cents 53.5 

Average  receipts  per  passenger  per  mile — cents..  2.038 

Estimated  cost  of  carrying  one  passenger  one  mile 

— cents 1.721 

Freight  traffic — 

Number  of  tons  carried  earning  revenue 44,931,095 

Number  of  tons  carried  one  mile 3,829,299,316 

Average  distance  haul  of  one  ton — miles 98.43 

Average  amount  received  for  each  ton — cents ....  82.3 

Average  receipts  per  ton  per  mile— cents 0.836 

Estimated  cost  of  carrying  one  ton  one  mile — cents  0.513 


In  arriving  at  the  above  averages  only  those  roads  which  have 
made  complete  detailed  reports  are  taken  into  consideration. 

The  number  of  passengers  carried  earning  revenue,  and  the 
number  of  tons  of  freight  carried  earning  revenue,  show  a material 
decrease  as  compared  with  last  year,  the  reason  being  that  some 
of  the  roads  doing  the  largest  passenger  and  freight  business  in 
the  State  have  either  failed  to  report  this  information,  or  have 
given  it  on  a track-mileage  basis,  being  unable,  as  asserted,  to 
give  actual  figures. 

TABLE  VIII.  GENEEAL  EXHIBIT— WHOLE  LINE. 

This  table  shows  among  other  important  items  that  there  were 
eleven  railroad  corporations  paid  dividends  during  the  year,  amount- 
ing to  S16,978,46466.  In  1883,  thirteen  railroad  corporations  paid 
dividends  amounting  to  $22,592,931.66. 

The  following  tables  show  the  comparative  rates  and  amounts 
of  dividends  paid  for  the  years  ending  June  30,  1888  and  1889: 


Name  of  Company. 

1888. 

Per  cent . 
on 

common . 

? 2 
-.  2 
3. 

. 

Chicago  & Alton 

$1,407,696  00 
2:^5,000  00 

8 

Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois 

3 

1 4.5 

Chicago  & Northwestern 

3,444,504  00 
5,347,324  00 
1,730,460  52 

6 

1 

Chica.gf),  UnrliriptoTi  A;  Qninc.v 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  & St.  Paul 

2.5 

3.5 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  & Pacific 

3,083,895  50 

Cincinnati, Indianapolis,  St.  Louis,  & Chicago 

500,000  00 

2.450.000  00 

2.032.000  00 
749,528  16 

75,000  00 

5 

Illinois  Central 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 

4 

10. 

Michio-an  Central  

4 

Rock  Island  & Peoria 

5 

Louisville  & Nashville 

1,518,000  00 
29,513  48 

5 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute 

1.25 

Total 

$22,592,931  66 
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Name  of  Company, 

1889. 

Per  cent, 
on 

common. 

Per  cent, 
on 

preferred. 

Chicago  & Alton 

$1,407,630  00 
267, 912  00 

8 

8 

Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois 

6 

Chicago  & Northwestern 

3,444,504  00 
3,055.684  00 
972,490  50 
2,307,707  00 
2,200,000  00 

Y 

6 

Chicago,  Burlington  & Quincy 

4 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  & St.  Paul 

4.5 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  & Pacific 

’ 5 

Illinois  Central 

5.5 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 

2,473,325  00 
749,528  16 
75,000  00 
24,684  00 

5 

Michigan  Central 

4 

Rock  Island  & Peoria 

5 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute 

1 

Total .... 

$16,978,464  66 

TABLE  IX.  CLASSIFIED  FKEIGHT  TEAFFIO  IN  ILLINOIS  IN  TONS. 


This  table  shows  that  the  total  number  of  tons  of  freight  car- 
ried by  the  railroads  in  Illinois  for  the. year  was  46,939,129,  clas- 
sified as  follows: 


Products  of  agriculture 
Products  of  animals. . . . 

Products  of  mines 

Lumber 

Manufactures 

Merchandise 

Ice 

Miscellaneous 


9,985,424  tons. 
3,453,918  “ 
14,360,114  “ 
3,099,581  ‘‘ 
4,323,346  “ 
3,749,310  “ 
506,682  ‘‘ 
7,460,754  “ 


Total 


46,939,129  tons. 


TABLE  X.  DESCEIPTION  OF  EQUIPMENT. 

This  table  shows  the  division  of  the  equipment  to  be  as  follows: 


Locomotives 6,802 

Cars  in  passenger  service 4,588 

Cars  in  freight  service 196,497 

Cars  in  companies’  service 5,075 

Cars  contributed  to  fast  freight  service 15,363 

Cars  leased 22,838 


Grand  total  cars  and  locomotives. 


251,163 


TABLE  XL  ACCIDENTS  IN  ILLINOIS. 

This  table  shows  that  during  the  year  there  were  557  persons 
killed,  and  1,706  injured  on  the  lines  of  the  railroads  in  Illinois.  Of 
the  killed,  25  were  passengers,  172  were  employes  of  the  railroads 
and  360  were  neither  passengers  nor  employes;  21  were  killed  in 
collisions,  7 by  derailments,  21  in  coupling  cars,  35  at  grade  cross- 
ings and  473  from  other  causes. 
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Of  the  injured,  116  were  passengers,  1,188  were  employes  of  the 
railroads  and  402  were  neither  passengers  nor  employes;  63  were 
injured  in  collisions,  30  by  derailments,  444  in  coupling  cars,  64 
at  grade  crossings  and  1,105  from  other  causes. 

Compared  with  last  year  these  figures  show  a decrease  of  44  in 
the  number  of  persons  killed,  and  258  in  the  number  of  persons 
injured. 

TABLE  XII.  TAXES  PAID  IN  ILLINOIS  IN  1887,  1888  AND  1889. 

This  table  shows  that  the  amount  of  taxes  paid  by  the  railroads 
in  Illinois  during  the  ypar  was  $2,825,988.72,  an  inc;rease  over  the 
amount  paid  last  year  of  $86,376.19.  It  also  gives  a comparison 
of  the  taxes  paid  in  Illinois  in  the  years  1887,  1888  and  1889. 

EMPLOYES. 

The  estimated  number  of  persons  employed  by  the  railroads  in 
Illinois  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1889,  was  52,975,  and  their 
estimated  aggregate  salary  was  $31,603,824.15. 

EECEIVERS. 

The  following  railroads  making  reports  for  the  year  ending  June 
30,  1889,  were  in  the  hands  of  receivers: 

Cairo,  Yincennes  & Chicago. 

Central  Iowa,  to  May  15,  1889. 

Chicago  & Atlantic. 

St.  Louis  & Chicago. 

Wabash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific. 

GENERAL  OBSERVATIONS. 

The  foregoing  summary  of  statistics,  accompanied  as  it  is  by 
the  fuller  details  found  in  the  complete  tables  leaves  little  to  be 
said  in  the  way  of  general  observations.  The  members  of  the 
present  Commission  did  not  come  formally  into  office  until  March 
6,  1889,  and  consequently  feel  that  they  will  be  in  better  position 
to  draw  conclusions,  and  to  make  recommendations,  if  any  are 
found  necessary,  in  the  next  annual  report  of  the  Commission  which 
will,  immediately  precede  the  convening  of  the  legislature.  AYe 
for  the  present  shall  content  ourselves  with  a general  presentation 
of  facts  as  to  the  condition  of  roads  and  the  general  status  of 
railway  matters  in  the  State. 

The  work  of  the  Commission  very  naturally  becomes  greater, 
and  is  embarrassed  with  a larger  volume  of  details  as  the  railway 
business  of  the  State  increases.  The  cessation  of  the  open  struggle 
so  keenly  waged  by  railway  managers  early  in  the  history  of  rail- 
way legislation,  whereby  it  was  sought  to  repel  entirely  all  State 
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control,  has  been  succeeded  by  a need  of  much  watchfulness  over 
the  matter  of  the  practical  details  of  operation.  The  general  spirit  of 
managers  is  that  of  acquiescence  in  such  reasonable  regulations  as 
are  from  time  to  time  adopted,  not,  however,  unaccompanied  in  some 
quarters  by  a disposition  to  claim  for  railroads  the  benefit  of  all 
doubts,  and  to  get  whatever  advantage  can  be  acquired  without 
open  resistance. 

COMPLAINTS  OF  LEGISLATIVE  OPPRESSION. 

Much  complaint  has  been  indulged  in  of  late  by  some  managers  in 
their  reports  to  stockholders  wherein  they  have  arraigned  as  harsh  and 
unreasonable  the  governmental  control.  State  and  Federal,  which  has 
been  asserted  over  railroads  chiefly  through  the  agency  of  Boards  of 
Bailroad  Commissioners.  It  would  certainly  not  be  going  too  far  to 
say  these  complaints  have  no  just  application  to  the  State  of  Illi- 
nois. While  railroads  in  this  State  have  been  in  a measure  regu- 
lated, they  have  emphatically  not  been  oppressed.  It  may  be  even 
doubted  whether  railroad  fares  and  rates  in  this  State  are  in  the 
aggregate  much  lower  than  they  would  have  been  placed  through 
the  influence  of  free  competition,  had  no  legislation  been  resorted 
to;  but  they  are  undoubtedly  more  uniform  than  they  would  ever 
have  been  made  by  competition  alone.  The  competition  which 
could  operate  only  at  certain  points  touched  by  independent  lines 
if  left  to  natural  law^s,  is,  by  the  statutory  penalties  denounced 
against  discrimination,  made  to  operate  equally  at  all  points,  inter- 
mediate as  well  as  directly  competing.  But  for  the  existence  and 
constant  watchfulness  of  some  agency  charged  with  the  enforce- 
ment of  this  statute  against  discrimination  it  is  easy  to  see  that 
the  temptation  which  roads  would  be  under  to  make  up  at  non- 
competing points  the  profits  which  are  lost  or  reduced  at  points 
of  competition  would  be  practically  without  any  check;  and  here 
exists  one  of  the  chief  fields  of  usefulness  for  the  Bailroad  Com- 
mission. Always  open  to  complaints  of  unjust  discrimination  either 
between  localities  or  individuals,  the  Commission  is  a constant 
shield  against  any  form  of  injustice  which  without  its  agency,  we 
can  but  think,  Tvould  be  very  common.  Nor  can  such  a regulation 
against  discrimination  be  regarded  as  in  any  sense  unjust  or  op- 
pressive. To  say  a railroad  company  may  discriminate  in  any 
degree  between  different  places  or  between  different  persons,  or 
that  the  case  should  be  left  to  the  vague  and  inadequate  remedies 
afforded  by  the  common  law  upon  the  subject  of  discrimination, 
would  be  to  advocate  the  practical  subjection  of  all  other  interests 
to  that  of  the  railroads.  By  superseding  all  other  methods  of  car- 
riage between  distant  points,  the  railroad  has  become  a force 
which,  without  adequate  check  and  wise  regulation,  would  be  as 
omnipotent  for  harm  to  those  who  must  necessarily  depend  upon 
it,  as  it  can  be  for  good  if  wisely  held  in  subjection  to  the  funda- 
mental proposition  that  railroads  are  public  highways  whose 
functions  are  to  be  exercised,  not  for  private  gain  alone,  but  for 
the  public  good  as  well.  Nor  can  it  be  said  the  fact  here  cheer- 
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fully  recorded,  that  railway  officials  are,  with  few  exceptions,  men 
of  high  character,  and  certainly  men  of  the  very  first  ability,'  is 
any  sufficient  guaranty  that  the  railroads  of  the  State  would  be 
run  with  due  regard  for  public  rights  if  all  laws  affecting  the  sub- 
ject were  repealed.  Mauagers  are  selected  solely  for  their  sup- 
posed ability  to  make  railroads  pay  dividends,  not  for  their  dis- 
position to  conserve  the  interests  of  the  public.  They  would  hard- 
ly be  human  if  they  failed  to  serve  zealously  and  exclusively  the 
interest  which  employs  and  pays  them ; and  no  proposition  is  bet- 
ter established  by  experience  than  that  they  do  serve  that  interest, 
and  that  alone,  with  consummate  ability  and  marked  success. 

CONDITION  OF  KOADS  AND  EQUIPMENT. 

We  are  glad  to  be  able  to  record  a belief  based  upon  a some- 
what extensive  inspection  made  of  the  weaker  roads  of  the  State 
that  there  is  a general  tendency  toward  a better  equipment,  safer 
roadbeds,  and  more  careful  control  than  has  been  the  case  hereto- 
fore. From  the  position  now  attained  by  this  State  of  having  the 
greatest  mileage  of  railways  of  any  State  in  the  Union,  it  is  cer- 
tainly desirable  that  w^e  should  proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible  to- 
ward the  more  desirable  distinction  of  having  railroads  that  are 
all  safe,  thoroughly  equipped  and  prudently’  managed.  With  the 
stronger  roads  of  the  State  such  is  already  the  case;  but  there 
are  some  upon  which  much  remains  to  be  done  to  bring  them  ta 
a first-class  condition.  Only  in  a few  instances  have  we  been  called 
upon  to  cause  roads  to  be  inspected  with  a view  to  determining 
their  safety  for  public  travel,  and  cases  of  that  kind  generally 
present  to  the  Commission  difficulties  not  easily  met.  As  a rule 
the  interest  of  the  company  is  itself  a sufficient  incentive  to  insure 
a fulfillment  of  all  the  demands  of  public  safety,  with  which  alone 
the  Commiseion  would  be  concerned.  But  cases  arise  where  the 
company  has  not  the  pecuniary  ability  to  put  its  road  and  equip- 
ment in  anything  like  a first-class  condition;  yet  in  its  imperfect 
state  it  continues  to  discharge  inadequately,  and  with  more  or  less 
danger  to  its  patrons  the  duty  which  it  owes  of  transporting  pas- 
sengers and  freight.  In  such  cases  it  is  doubtful  what  a due  re- 
gard for  public  safety  and  convenience  would  dictate  as  the  proper 
policy  of  the  Commission.  To  resort  to  the  remedy  of  quo  war- 
ranio  in  such  cases,  and  seek  to  forfeit  all  franchises  under  which 
well  equipped  roads  are  not  being  operated  with  perfect  safety 
would  seem  harsh,  and  would  in  scarcely  any  case  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  patrons  of  the  roads,  who  prefer  an  imperfect  railroad  ser- 
vice to  no  service  at  all.  The  fault  primarily  consists  almost  al- 
ways in  having  built  an  unnecessary  road;  and  if  the  franchise 
were  forfeited  no  other  company  could,  as  a rule,  take  the  plant 
and  give  a better  service,  except  where  the  line  is  so  located  as  to 
make  it  desirable  to  some  strong  trunk  line  as  a “feeder.”  Our 
policy  in  such  cases  has  been  to  cause  frequent  inspections,  and 
urge  forward  the  work  of  repairs  and  equipment  by  every'  means 
short  of  a proceeding  by  quo  loarranfo,  to  which  extreme  remedy 
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we  have  not  as  yet  in  any  case  resorted.  It  is  proper  to  say  be- 
fore quitting  this  subject,  that  not  exceeding  one  per  cent,  of  the 
ten  thousand  miles  of  railroad  in  this  State  is  now  in  any  such 
condition  as  to  come  within  the  scope  of  the  above  observations. 

COMPLAINTS. 

Upon  coming  into  office  the  present  members  of  the  Commission 
found  a large  number  of  complaints  pending  upon  the  docket, 
nearly  all  of  which  have  been  disposed  of.  Uuring  the  short  period 
of  our  incumbency  we  have,  in  addition  to  the  complaints  which 
we  found  thus  pending,  heard  and  disposed  of  a great  many  new 
complaints.  Some  of  these  have  been  cases  of  great  interest,  in- 
volving important  principles,  and  those  relating  to  railway  cross- 
ings— referred  to  further  on — required  much  time,  being  warmly 
contested  before  us  by  able  attorneys.  Most  of  the  complaints 
which  arise  involve*  questions  of  classification  and  freight  rates, 
and  are  usually  adjusted  satisfactorily  to  shippers  without  much 
trouble.  There  are  persons,  however,  who  sometimes  make  com- 
plaint out  of  mere  spite  or  pique  where  no  substantial  right  or 
principle  is  at  stake,  and  this  class  we  have  found  more  persistent 
and  troublesome  than  those  having  substantial  rights  to  be  vindi- 
cated. Another  class  of  persons  find  the  Commission  a convenient 
bugaboo  with  which  to  threaten  some  railroad  company  from  which 
they  seek  a concession  in  some  matter,  and  having  got  an  expres- 
sion from  the  Commission  as  to  the  lawfulness  of  some  practice 
stated,  and  an  expressed  desire  to  have  the  facts  put  before  the 
Commission  for  its  action,  they  suddenly  become  silent.  Persons 
of  this  kind  deserve  and  when  once  known  should  receive  very 
little  consideration.  Upon  the  other  hand  the  great  body  of  busi- 
ness men  applying  to  the  Commission  for  relief  do  so  in  no  vin- 
dictive spirit,  but  solely  with  a desire  to  secure  what  they  believe 
to  be  justice.  It  is  gratifying  to  know  that  the  feeling  between 
railroad  managers  and  railroad  patrons  has  grown  far  more  amica- 
ble than  was  the  case  in  former  years.  The  people  and  the  rail- 
roads are  learning  the  mutual  lesson  that  they  have  no  enlightened 
interest  in  attempts  to  oppress  each  other. 

WEIGHING  GRAIN  IN  BULK. 

Very  soon  after  being  installed  the  present  Commissioners  were 
called  upon  to  hear  a complaint  by  the  Chicago  Board  of  Trade 
against  various  Chicago  roads  to  the  effect  that  such  roads  were 
violating  the  act  of  18S7,  in  regard  to  the  weighing  ot  grain  in 
bulk.  The  point  of  the  complaint  was  that  the  defendant  roads 
were  using  scales  which  did  not  fulfill  the  requirements  of  the 
statute,  some  using  uncovered  platform  scales,  and  others  a ma- 
chine known  in  common  parlance  as  a ‘‘jumbo”  car.  So  far  as  the 
platform  scales  were  concerned  no  doubt  existed  that  they  failed 
entirely  to  comply  with  the  statute.  The  “jumbo”  weighing  ma- 
chine is  a scale  on  wheels,  so  constructed  as  to  be  moved  upon  a 
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track  alongside  a train  containing  loads  of  grain  to  be  transferred 
in  bulk.  It  has  a hopper  into  which  a car  load  of  grain  is  ele- 
vated by  the  same  steam  power  which  is  also  used  to  propel  the 
‘‘jumbo”  car  from  place  to  place.  When  weighed  in  this  hopper 
the  grain  is  discharged  into  a car  placed  to  receive  it  upon  the 
other  side.  This  “jumbo”  arrangement  was  complained  of  as  in- 
accurate and  as  not  complying  with  the  law;  but  inasmuch  as  the 
scale  used  had  a hopper  which  was  entirely  covered,  and  could  be 
made  large  enough  to  weigh  an  entire  car  load  at  a draught 
(though  some  then  in  use  were  defectiv^e  in  this  latter  respect)  the 
Commission  were  unable  to  condemn  the  “jumbo”  machine  as  such, 
though  thoroughly  convinced  that  the  stationary  elevated  hopper 
transfer  scale  is  far  the  best  arrangement  for  the  weighing  and 
transferring  of  grain  in  bulk.  A decision  was  rendered  requiring 
the  abandonment  of  the  platform  scale  and  the  substitution  of  cov- 
ered hopper  scales  either  stationary  or  of  the  “jumbo”  variety, 
the  former  greatly  preferred;  also  that  the  “jumbo”  must  be  en- 
larged so  as  to  weigh  an  entire  car  load  at  a draught,  or  else  be 
also  abandoned.  Some  of  the  roads  concerned  have  been  tardy  in 
complying  with  the  order;  and  a suit  in  mandamus  is  contemplated 
very  soon  to  compel  obedience  to  a law  too  long  suffered  to  remain 
a dead  letter. 


INTERLOCKING  AND  SIGNALING  DEVICES. 

A subject  of  growing  importance  is  that  of  the  equipment  of 
railroad  crossings  with  improved  interlocking  and  signaling  de- 
vices. The  Commissioners  lately  visited  the  works  of  the  Union 
Switch  and  Signal  Company,  at  Swissvale,  Pennsylvania,  for  the 
purpose  of  familiarizing  themselves  with  the  latest  and  best  inter- 
locking machinery  and  appliances,  a visit  which  was  found  very 
instructive,  and  which  impressed  us  with  the  importance  of  the 
introduction  of  interlocking  appliances  as  fast  as  the  same  can  be 
done.  The  Union  Switch  and  Signal  Co.  stands  at  the  head  of  the 
interlocking  business  in  the  United  States;  and  the  devices  of  this 
kind  which  have  long  been  in  use  in  England  are  being  by  the 
above  company  rapidly  introduced  in  the  eastern  States,  and  quite 
a large  number  have  in  the  past  year  been  set  up  in  this  State, 
principally  in  and  near  the  city  of  Chicago.  Under  the  statute  of 
1887,  it  was  made  the  duty  of  the  Eailroad  Commissioners  to  judge 
on  inspection  of  the  efficacy  and  safety  of  interlocking  devices 
when  put  in,  and  in  their  discretion  to  issue  permits  to  the  cross- 
ing roads  to  run  crossings  so  equipped  withoiit  stopping  their 
trains.  The  subject  w^as  quite  new  to  our  predecessors  when  the 
last  report  of  the  Commission  was  submitted,  but  since  that  time 
— December  1,  1888, — ten  permits  have  been  issued,  and  the  safety 
and  desirability  of  interlocking  machines  have  been  fully  demon- 
strated by  actual  practice  in  our  own  State,  as  had  long  before 
been  done  in  the  east  and  in  England.  We  have  found  it  neces- 
sary to  adopt  regulations  covering  the  question  of  the  introduction 
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of  interlocking  devices,  and  the  method  of  proceeding  to  procure 
permits  for  their  nse,  which  regulations  will  be  found  printed  in 
the  appendix. 

Any  attempt  to  describe  interlocking  devices  upon  paper,  or  to 
explain  their  use  by  that  means,  would  from  the  very  nature  of 
the  subject,  be  unsatisfactory.  Suffice  it  to  say  the  standard  Saxby 
& Farmer  machine  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners  has  all 
the  guarantees  and  requisites  of  safety,  and  its  use,'  or  the  use  of 
some  device  of  like  efficacy  at  all  railroad  crossings  where  travel 
is  large  would  greatly  conserve  the  public  interest.  Particularly* 
is  this  true  of  those  crossings  which  are  near  the  city  of  Chicago 
across  which  the  passenger  travel  is  large  and  where  delays  are 
upon  that  account  doubly  detrimental  and  annoying.  It  is  per- 
haps equally  true  of  all  crossing  points  on  those  through  trunk 
lines  whereon  rapid  transportation  is  of  high  importance  to  the 
public.  Inasmuch  as  such  interlocking  systems  can  at  present  be 
introduced  only  by  the  free  mutual  agreement  of  the  companies 
controlling  the  crossing  tracks,  and  the  difficulty  of  arriving  at 
such  agreement  often  prevents  the  introduction  of  interlocking  ma- 
chines in  places  where  the  public  good  really  requires  them,  we 
think  it  advisable  that  a law  be  enacted  under  which  some  proper 
tribunal  would  be  designated  to  hear  the  cases  where  there  is  disa- 
greement between  the  crossing  roads,  and  with  power  to  make  such 
order  covering  the  case,  as  may  be  found  under  all  the  circum- 
stances to  be  for  the  public  good. 

THE  CROSSING  LAW  OF  1889. 

A very  large  addition  to  the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the 
Commission  was  made  by  the  statute  of  1889,  conferring  upon  the 
Commission  jurisdiction  to  determine  the  place  and  manner  in 
which  one  road  may  cross  the  tracks  of  another  in  cases  where 
such  roads  are  unable  to  agree.  Two  cases  of  large  importance 
and  occupying  much  of  the  time  of  the  Commission  have  been 
heard  under  this  law.  The  construction  given  to  the  language  of 
the  statute,  and  the  view  taken  generally  by  the  Commission  of 
this  subject  may  be  found  in  the  opinions  delivered  in  the  cases 
referred  to,  which  opinions  are  printed  at  length  in  the  appendix 
hereto.  To  those  opinions  we  now  refer  and  no  further  space  need 
be  used  here  in  discussion  of  the  subject. 

REMEDIES  FOR  INADEQUATE  TRAIN  SERVICE. 

Your  attention  is  respectfully  called  to  the  unsatisfactory  state 
of  the  law  in  Illinois  upon  the  subject  ot  train  service.  From 
very  early  in  the  history  of  Illinois  jurisprudence  it  had  been  re- 
peatedly laid  down  in  divers  opinions  by  the  Supreme  Court  that 
railroad  companies  were  under  the  strongest  legal  obligation  to 
conserve  the  public  interest;  that  the  private  interests  involved 
were  entirely  subordinate  to  the  public  duty  legally  enjoined;  and 
that  railroad  companies  in  consideration  of  the  valuable  privileges 
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enjoyed  by  them  were  bomid  to  provide  the  most  ample  aecommo- 
dations  for  the  public  and  to  discharge  their  public  duties  at  all 
times  with  fidelity  and  dispatch.  Such  general  expressions  so  often 
repeated  had  prepared  the  public  and  the  bar  of  the  State  to  be- 
lieve that  this  duty  of  railroad  companies  to  furnish  ample  train 
‘accommodations  to  the  public  was  something  more  than  -a  mere 
moral  obligation,  and  one  the  performance  of  which  could  be  en- 
forced by  legal  process.  But  in  the  recent  case  of  O.  M.  By. 
Co.,  V.  People  ex  rel.  120  111.,  200,  wherein  a writ  of  mandamus 
was  prayed  for  and  granted  by  the  lower  court  to  compel  the  com- 
pany among  other  things  to  furnish  more  trains,  the  Supreme 
Court  held  in  effect  that  the  People  have  no  remedy  by  mandamus 
to  compel  adequate  train  service  by  a railroad  company  to  the  pub- 
lic. The  duty  may  exist,  it  seems  from  this  holding  of  the  court, 
but  is  one  of  such  imperfect*  obligation  that  unless  the  company 
so  abuses  its  franchise  as  to  justify  a court  in  forfeiting  its  charter 
in  a proceeding  by  quo  loarranio,  the  public  have  no  remedy 
which  can  be  enforced  by  any  general  proceeding  in  the  name  of 
the  People.  The  writ  of  quo  luarranto  suggested  by  the  learned 
justice  in  the  opinion  in  the  O.  & M.  case  above  referred  to  seems 
to  us  inadequate  to  meet  many  cases  that  may  arise.  Where  insuf- 
ficient train  accommodations  is  the  grievance,  a destruction  of  the 
franchise,  and  ousting  of  the  company  from  all  control,  would  not 
even  tend  in  many  cases  to  benefit  the  public,  and  the  remedy  is 
besides  so  harsh  and  extreme,  involving  as  it  does  the  destruction 
of  private  property  held  often  by  persons  morally  innocent,  that 
it  may  well  be  supposed  that  courts  would  hesitate  to  apply  it 
except  in  the  most  extreme  cases. 

Our  attention  has  of  late  been  pointedly  called  to  the  above  un- 
satisfactory state  of  the  law  upon  this  subject  by  a complaint  of 
the  citizens  of  Benton,  in  Pranklin  County,  who  have  been  fur- 
nished with  what  they  deem  very  inadequate  train  facilities  by  the 
St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute  Bailroad  Co.  which  affords  their 
only  means  of  travel  to  and  from  St.  Louis  by  rail.  Being  in 
grave  doubt  what  could  be  legally  done  in  the  premises,  we  laid 
the  case  before  the  Attorney  General,  and  have  received  his  writ- 
ten opinion  based  principally  upon  the  holding  of  the  Supreme 
Court  above  adverted  to,  in  which  he  virtually  concludes  no  rem- 
edy exists  for  the  grievances  of  this  large  community  which  can 
be  enforced  by  the  Commission  in  a proceeding  in  the  name  of 
the  People.  We  print  the  learned  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral in  the  appendix,  and  a perusal  of  it  will  make  more  clear  the 
points  we  are  attempting  to  set  forth.  It  is  proper  to  add  that 
the  particular  defense  urged  by  the  company  to  the  Benton  com- 
plaint to  the  effect  that  the  train  service  rendered  was  fully  pro- 
portionate to  the  business  of  the  line,  and  quite  as  great  as  was 
being  paid  for  by  the  patrons  at  Benton,  does  not  touch  the  ques- 
tion we  are  here  endeavoring  to  make.  If  that  were  the  only 
point,  a suit  might,  or  might  not,  be  defeated  by  proof,  that  the 
train  service  now  furnished  is  adequate  to  the  public  w^ants  as 
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measured  by  the  revenues  of  the  line.  To  defeat  a suit  upon  that 
ground  would  be  to  defeat  it  upon  the  merits,  and  if  fairly  done 
no  one  would  have  a right  to  complain.  The  hardship  consists 
rather  in  the  state  of  the  remedial  law  which,  even  if  the  train  facili- 
ties were  confessedly  inadequate  as  measured  by  the  duties  repeat- 
edly stated  by  the  courts,  would  not  admit  of  a general  remedy  by 
a People’s  writ  to  compel  the  running  of  more  or  better  trains, 
but  would  leave  each  individual  injured  to  either  bring  his  private 
action  for  petty  damages,  or  else  as  would  be  the  case,  endure  in 
silence  the  inconveniences  imposed.  AVe  respectfully  suggest  this 
subject  is  a proper  one  for  legislative  consideration. 

CLASSIFICATION  AND  KATES. 

In  devising  means  for  the  protection  and  advancement  of  the 
business  interests  of  the  State  we  are  confronted  with  a serious 
obstacle  in  the  varying  classifications  on  which  traffic  rates  are 
based.  For  example:  The  official  classification  (so  called)  is  in 
force  from  the  Atlantic  seaboard  to  the  Mississippi  river,  thus  in- 
cluding all  Illinois  points;  while  the  western  classification  covers 
the  territory  from  the  meridian  of  Chicago  to  the  Pocky  Moun- 
tains. Each  of  these  classifications  covers  our  entire  State,  and  as 
they  widely  differ  in  the  rating  of  many  articles  of  commerce— the 
western  being  higher  on  some  and  lower  on  others — it  necessarily 
follows  that  discrimination  iru  rates  is  the  result.  The  general  av- 
erage may  be,  and  presumably  is,  substantially  correct.  Neverthe- 
less, dealers  in  certain  lines  of  merchandise  may  be  seriously  crip- 
pled or  even  driven  wholly  from  the  market  when  the  result  is 
lower  rates  from  Buffalo,  Pittsburgh  and  intermediate  points  to 
the  Mississippi  river  than  from  Chicago  and  points  adjacent  there- 
to. To  correct  such  inequalities  in  rates  and  prevent  unjust  dis- 
crimination the  Commission  may  adopt  either  of  two  methods: 

First — We  may  make  the  Illinois  classification  conform  to  the 
official  classification  on  such  commodities  as  are  rated  higher  in 
the  former.  This,  however,  might  result  in  a hardship  to  the 
railway  interests  of  the  State  unless  the  two  are  made  uniform 
throughout,  which  cannot  be  done  without  advancing  rates  on  many 
commodities,  which  we  do  not  deem  advisable  at  the  present 
time. 

Second — The  desired  object  may  be  attained  by  securing  a uni- 
form classification  that  will  be  made  operative  in  all  sections  of 
the  country.  To  effect  this,  steps  were  taken  several  years  ago  to 
unify  the  classifications  and  a committee  representing  the  various 
conflicting  interests  was  appointed  with  a view  to  harmonize,  and 
at  the  same  time  conserve  the  interests  of  all.  Several  meetings 
have  been  held  and  much  progress  has  beep  made  in  the  direc- 
tion of  uniformity  and  the  prospects  are  now  promising  for  an 
early  agreement  that  will  remove  the  more  glaring  inequalities  in 
rates  arising  from  differences  in  classifications  covering  the  same 
territory. 
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Unless  the  efforts  of  the  committee  just  referred  to  are  speedily 
crowned  with  success  your  Commission  may  feel  constrained  to 
adopt  the  first  plan  suggested. 

IMPEOVED  COUPLINGS,  ETC. 

An  important  subject  connected  with  the  operation  of  railways 
is  that  of  improved  appliances  for  brakes,  couplings,  heating,  light- 
ing, etc.  In  no  field  is  the  ingenuity  of  this  proverbially  inven- 
tive age  more  active  than  it  is  in  devising  improved  railway  ma- 
chinery; and  the  subject  is  one  intimately  connected  with  the 
public  comfort  and  convenience.  It  also  relates  directly  to  the 
safety  of  the  lives  and  limbs  of  railway  employes  who  are  proven 
by  the  statistics  of  railway  casualties  to  be  subjected  to  great, 
and  we  think,  needless  risks  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
While  the  present  Commissioners  have,  during  their  short  incum- 
bency, had  this  subject  under  consideration,  they  yet  realize  that 
in  so  large  and  important  a field  of  inquiry  only  well  considered 
views  are  of  any  value.  We  therefore  do  not  think  fit  in  this  re- 
port to  enter  largely  upon  this  topic  of  railway  appliances;  but  it 
is  our  purpose  to  press  our  investigations  in  this  line,  and  be 
ready  to  embody  our  mature  views  in  the  next  annual  report  pre- 
ceding the  meeting  of  the  legislature,  when  we  shall  no  doubt  be- 
able  to  make  such  recommendations  as  the  subject  may  require. 

GEAIN  INSPECTION  AND  WAEEHOUSES. 

The  reports  of  the  Chief  Grain  Inspector  and  the  Registrar  of 
Warehouses  elsewhere  printed,  show  a very  heavy  year’s  work  in 
the  inspection  and  warehousing  of  grain,  the  amount  inspected  and 
stored  being  larger  than  in  any  year  since  1880,  which  latter  was 
an  exceptional  year.  This  increase  in  the  volume  of  business  while 
necessarily  increasing  the  pay  roll  of  the  department,  has 
nevertheless  enabled  us  to  reduce  the  inspection  fees  from  35 
cents  to  30  cents  per  car.  The  Chief  Inspector  while  favoring  the 
reduction  is  of  opinion  the  department  cannot  be  permanently 
maintained  at  this  rate  of  fees,  but  it  is  our  purpose  to  raise  the 
inspection  fees  onlj^  in  the  event  that  the  revenues  derived  fail  to 
meet  the  expenses  of  the  department  economically  administered. 
While  the  fees  for  the  inspection  of  grain  constitute  a tax  almost 
infinitesimally  small  upon  the  producers,  we  yet  recognize  their 
right  to  have  this  tax  made  just  as  small  as  the  actual  needs  of 
the  department  will  admit  of,  and  to  this  policy  we  are  alike  im- 
pelled by  the  law  and  by  our  own  inclination. 

WEIGHING  OVER  OF  GRAIN  IN  STORE. 

In  1887  the  Registrar  of  Warehouses  made  a recommendation, 
which  our  predecessors  on  the  Commission  endorsed,  to  the  effect 
that  a law  be  enacted  requiring  that  all  grain  in  store  in  the  ele- 
vators be  at  certain  periods  weighed,  and  the  exact  quantity  in 


20 


store  be  thus  ascertained  by  actual  weight.  Inasmuch  as  a pre- 
eaution  of  this  kind  would  be  an  additional  guaranty  for  the  ob- 
servance of  statutory  regulations,  we  add  our  own  recommendation 
to  that  of  the  Eegistrar  and  our  predecessors,  and  hope  such  a 
law  may  be  passed. 

CHANGING  KULES. 

We  are  fully  impressed  with  the  importance  of  making  only  such 
changes  in  the  rules  of  inspection  as  are  imperatively  demanded. 
It  is  important  that  not  only  the  rules  themselves  but  the  practice 
under  them  should  remain  stable  and  uniform  so  that  buyers  and 
shippers  may  by  experience  learn  to  make  their  contracts  with 
reference  to  our  grades  or  the  probable  future  action  of  the  depart- 
ment .in  grading.  Also  is  it  important  that  dealers  the  world  over 
should  not  have  their  faith  shaken  in  the  uniformity  of  our  in- 
spection. Of  course  it  is  not  meant  here  that  any  system  of  in- 
spection which  works  positive  injustice  should  be  upheld,  but  rather 
that  light  and  transient  inconveniences  should  not  be  allowed  to 
revolutionize  a system  otherwise  just  and  salutary.  Indeed,  the 
present  Commissioners  recently  upon  having  brought  to  their  no- 
tice the  fact  that  a certain  white  variety  of  spring  wheat  was  be- 
ing graded  with  other  wheat,  deemed,  under  the  facts  presented, 
that  highly  beneficial  results  would  follow  the  grading  of  this 
white  wheat  separately  from  the  other,  and  amended  the  rules  ac- 
cordingly. There  was  as  a consequence  much  inconvenience  and 
perhaps  some  loss  in  the  resulting  readjustment  of  business  to  this 
change  of  rule,  affording  an  illustration  of  the  above  observations 
as  to  the  wdsdom  of  a conservative  policy.  A ruling  made  by  the 
Commission  as  to  the  proper  application  of  new  or  amended  rules 
growing  out  of  the  above  named  change  will  be  found  in  the  ap- 
pendix, and  will  speak  for  itself. 

ILLINOIS  GEAIN  MEKCHANTS’  COMPLAINT. 

The  Grain  Merchants’  Association  of  Illinois,  a most  respectable 
and  intelligent  body  of  gentlemen,  have  lately  made  complaint  that 
the  grades  Nos.  I and  2,  winter  wheat,  are  ideally  high,  and  that 
there  have  been  marked  fiuctations  in  the  practice  of  the  depart- 
ment in  the  inspection  of  wheat.  This  complaint  was  heard  at 
length  at  a meeting  in  Springfield,  and  subsequently  further  heard 
at  a sitting  of  two  days  in  Chicago  where  the  matter  was  ably 
and  clearly  presented  upon  both  sides.  Being  well  admonished  of 
the  dangeiis  of  hasty  and  ill-considered  action,  the  subject  was 
taken  under  advisement  by  the  Commission  with  a simple  declar- 
ation that  no  action  would  in  any  event  be  taken  changing  inspec- 
tion rules  in  such  manner  as  to  affect  existing  contracts. 

We  are  fully  satisfied  that  the  inspection  of  grain  is  conducted 
honestly  and  conscienciously;  and  that  the  Chief  Inspector,  Mr.  P. 
Bird  Price,  brings  to  his  duties  a high  degree  of  intelligence  and 
a ripe  experience  in  the  management  of  the  department.  If  flue- 
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tuatioiis  have  taken  place  in  the  application  of  inspection  rules, 
we  are  entirely  satisfied  that  they  have  not  resulted  from  favorit- 
ism or  corruption.  On  the  other  hand  it  is  not  unlikely  that  in 
the  inspection  of  grain  falling  about  upon  the  line  between  tw’o 
grades,  different  inspectors  might  honestly  differ,  some  placing  it 
in  the  higher,  and  other  in  the  lower  grade.  Such  apparent  in- 
consistency naturally  results  from  the  fact  that  many  inspectors  are 
necessarily  employed,  and  each  act  of  inspection  is  itself  only  an 
act  of  judgment  based  upon  a vast  number  of  observed  facts. 
Isothing  short  of  omniscience  would  under  such  conditions  insure 
exact  justice  and  absolute  uniformity  in  all  cases.  Not  only  might 
different  inspectors  grade  the  same  wheat  differently,  but  the  same 
inspector,  seeing  the  grain  under  different  conditions,  might  inspect 
the  same  grain  differently  at  different  times.  This  would  not  of 
course  account  for  marked  and  capricious  variations  in  the  grading 
bearing  evidence  of  method,,  and  the  Commission  have  hot  been 
satisfied  from  the  proof  offered  that  changes  of  the  latter  charac- 
ter have  taken  place.  If  grain  is  near  in  quality  to  a grade  line, 
and  the  inspector  and  an  interested  party  disagree  as  to  its  proper 
grade,  the  inspector,  being  wholly  disinterested,  is  certainly  as  well 
qualified  to  judge  as  he  whose  pecuniary  interests  are  to  be  affected. 
If  the  problem  were  purely  a mathematical  one,  all  controversy 
could  of  course  be  avoided.  There  are  those  w’ho  think  a weighs 
standard  practicable  for  wheat  within  certain  limits;  and  if  the 
fairness  and  practicability  of  such  a standard  were  once  established, 
it  would  be  hailed  as  a simple  solution  of  many  difficulties.  It 
could,  however,  be  applied  only  to  wheat  fairly  fit  for  milling,  and 
the  same  trouble  might  arise  in  fixing  a line  between  the  wheat 
that  should  go  to  the  steelyards,  and  that  wdiich  should  be  rejected, 
which  now  exists  between  the  different  grades  which  rest  upon 
judgment  alone. 

By  all  this  it  is  not  meant,  however,  to  say  the  complaint  of  the 
Orain  Merchants’  Association,  now  held  under  advisement,  is,  as  a 
whole,  unfounded.  On  the  other  hand  the  Commissioners  are 
strongly  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  there  has  been  some  tendency, 
unconsciously  perhaps,  to  raise  in  practice  the  grades  of  Nos.  1 
and  2 wheat  to  an  ideal  point,  which  tendency  the  complaint  and 
hearing  of  the  Association  has,  it  is  to  be  hoped  tended  to  cor- 
rect. It  is  exceedingly  easy  for  persons  performing  any  kind  of 
routine  work  to  fall  into  a rut,  and,  wdien  once  in,  nothing  but 
some  strong  outside  pressure  is  likely  to  raise  them , out.  For  this 
reason  we  w'elcome  any  honest  agitation  which  tends  to  keep  the 
inspection  department  free  from  trends  and  biases  which  might 
arise  and  multiply  themselves  in  the  absence  of  any  opposing 
force.  A cold  rule  of  inspection  is  of  less  consequence  than  the 
spirit  in  which  that  rule  is  interpreted  and  applied  in  practice,  and 
this  question  of  practice  is  not  one  to  be  well  controlled  by  issu- 
ing formal  written  orders.  We  feel  it  to  be  our  duty,  within  the 
proper  sphere  of  our  authority  to  so  regulate  grain  inspection  as 
to  conserve  first  of  all  the  interest  of  the  producers  of  grain;  and 
E.  E.— 2 
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while  we  believe  this  interest  requires  a fairly  high  and  certainly 
an  unvarying  standard  of  inspection,  it  does  not  demand  the  ap- 
plication of  sentimental  notions  as  to  the  necessity  of  a rigid 
standard.  We  believe  whatever  actual  difficulties  exist  are  now 
perhaps  in  process  of  being  solved  without  ' any  rude  jar  such  as 
it  is  feared  would  be  felt  in  the  grain  markets  of  the  country 
should  this  Commission  attempt  to  prescribe  by  formal  orders  ex- 
actly how  each  inspector  should  hereafter  proceed  in  the  Work  of 
inspection  and  in  the  application  of  the  rules  which  are  confessedly 
not  in  themselves  wrong. 

A CONSULTING  ENGINEEK. 

The  law  already  referred  to  as  to  the  granting  of  permits  in  the 
matter  of  interlocked  crossings  provides  that  the  Commission  may 
employ  a competent  civil  engineer  to  examine  such  crossing  de- 
vices and  report  results  to  the  Commission.  In  addition  to  this 
the  crossing  law  of  1889,  also  above  referred  to,  involves  in  its 
practical  application  many  engineering  details.  In  view  of  these 
facts  we  thought  best  to  designate  a regular  consulting  engineer 
to  whom  could  be  referred  all  expert  questions  of  civil  engineering 
and  his  opinion  obtained  as  advisory  to  the  Commission’s  action. 
Accordingly  we  designated  for  this  position  Mr.  Charles  Hansel, 
who  for  several  months  has  performed  the  important  engineering 
duties  assigned  to  him  with  a high  degree  of  ability,  skill  and 
vigilance.  We  are  glad  to  record  here  our  opinion  that  Mr.  Han- 
sel, though  still  a young  man,  has  few  equals  among  the  civil  en- 
gineers of  the  day.  He  has  not  been  placed  upon  the  regular  of- 
fice pay-roll,  but  is  compensated  entirely  according  to  the  work 
done.  In  all  crossing  cases  the  railroad  companies  concerned  are 
required  to  pay  for  the  engineer’s  services. 

FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

The  following  financial  statement  shows  the  state  of  the  funds 
appropriated  for  our  use: 

OFFICE  EXPENSES. 


Unexpended  appropriation  December  1,  1888 ,'j:4,039  07  . 

Appropriation  for  year  ending  June  30, 1890 4,000  00 


Total $8,039  or 

Secretary’s  salary $1,500  00 

Janitor’s  salary  and  expenses 602  00 

Printing 363  00 

Postage  stamps 165  00 

Railway  periodicals,  law  books  and  newspapers 96  56 

Express,  freight  and  drayaga 148  71 

Telegraph 91  15 

Telephone 73  00 

Clerk  hire  and  labor 103  00 

Stationery  and  type-writer  supplies 134  75 

Furniture,  repairs  and  supplies 275  57 

Ice 37  00 

Mounting  and  binding  maps 55  55 

Washing  towels  for  office 12  00 

Lapsed  into  State  Treasury  October  1, 1889 1,072  47 

Total 4,729  76 


Unexpended  balance  December  12th,  1889 $3,309  31 
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SUITS  AND  INVESTIGATIONS. 


Unexpended  appropriation  December  1,  1888 $6,920  03 

Appropriation  for  year  ending  June  30,  1890 5,000  00 


Total $11,920  03 

Suits,  investigations  and  expenses $1, 084  S3 

Clerk  hire  and  stenographer 1,29T  95 

Lapsed  into  State  Treasury  October  1,1889  5,024  37 

Total $7,407  15 

Unexpended  balance  December  5, 1889 $4,512  8S 

KAILROAD  MAPS.  / 

Unexpended  appropriation  December  1, 1888 $564  75 

Appropriation  for  year  ending  June  30,1890 1, 200  00 


Total $1,764  75 

Expended  for  maps $564  50 

Lapsed  into  State  Treasury  October  1 , 1889 25 

Total $564  75 


Unexpended  balance  December  1, 1889 $1,200  00 

SCHEDULES  AND  CLASSIFICATION. 

Unexpended  appropriation  December  1,1888 $2,721  00- 

Appropriation  for  year  ending  June  30,1890 3,000  00 


Total $5,721  00 

Expended  to  December  1, 1889 $124  50  ^ 

Lapsed  into  State  Treasury  October  1, 1889 2, 721  00  J 

Total $2,845  50- 


Unexpended  balance  December  1,1890, 


.$2,875^50' 
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In  conclusion  we  may  add  that  our  Secretary,  Mr.  Jas.  H.  Pad- 
dock,  has  performed  the  difficult  duties  of  his  position  with  intel- 
ligent promptness  and  fidelity,  and  has  been  ably  assisted  by  our 
stenographer,  Mr.  F.  C.  Dodds. 

Eespectfully  submitted, 

John  E.  Wheeler, 
Isaac  N.  Phillips, 

W.  L.  Crim, 


Commissioners. 


COMPARATIVE  TABLES 


INote;— The  mileage  of  the  Cairo,  Vincennes  & Chicago  and  the  Terre  Haute  & Peoria  Railroads 
being  so  small  in  Indiana,  no  division  of  their  accounts  is  kept  a^  between  Indiana  and  Illinois,  and  t 
they  h§ve  submitted  their  reports  as  being  wholly  within  this  State. 

The  report  of  the  Central  Iowa  Railroad  Co.  includes  the  report  of  the  Iowa  Central  Railway  Co. 
from  May  16,  1889,  to  June  30,  1889. 

The  report  of  the  St.  Louis  & Chicago  Railway  Co.  includes  the  report  of  the  Chicago  & St.  Louis 
Railroad  Co.,  from  August  1,  1888,  to  February  19,  1889,  and  the  report  of  the  Chicago  & St.  Louis 
Railway  Co.,  from  January  8,  1889,  to  June  30,  1889. 


/ 
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Table  I. — Classification  of  Railroads  and 


Name  of  Company. 


Date  of  Filing  Re- 
port. (Operat- 
ing or  Financial.) 


Hoav  Operated. 


Baltimore  & Ohio.  (Op.  B.  & O.  & C.) 

Baltimore  & Ohio  & Chicago 

Belt  Railway  of  Chicago 

Cairo,  Vincennes  & Chicago 


Central  Iowa 

Keithsburg  Bridge  Co. 

Chicago  & Alton 

Joliet  & Chicago  

Mississippi  River  Bridge  Co 
Chicago  & Atlantic 


(1) 


Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois 

Chicago  & Western  Indiana 

Evansville,  Terre  Haute  & Chicago 

Chicago  & Glrand  Trank 

Grand  Trunk  Junction 

Chicago  & Illinois  Southern 

Chicago  & Iowa 

Chicago  & Northwestern 

Chicago  & Ohio  River 

Chicago,  Burlington  & Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  & Quincy 

Galesburg  & Rio 

Illinois  Valley  & Northern 

St.  Louie,  Rock  Island  & Chicago. 

Chicago, Milwaukee  & St.  Paul 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  & Pacific 

Peoria  & Bureau  Valley 

Chicago,  Santa  Fe  & California 

Atch.,  Top.  & Santa  Fe  in  Chicago 
Mississippi  R.  R.  & Toll  Bridge  Co. 

Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Pittsburgh 

Chicago,  St.  Paul  & Kansas  City 

Cincinnati,  Lafayette  & Chicago.  (Op- 
erated by  C.,  I.,  St.  L.  & C) 

East  St.  Louis  & Carondelet 

East  St.  Louis  Connecting 

Elgin, Joliet  & Eastern 

Gardner,  Coal  Cit>  & Northern 

Fulton  County  Narrow-Gauge 

Fulton  County  Extension 

Grand  Tower  & Carbondale 

Illinois  Central 

Chicago, Havana  & Western 

Chicago, Madison  & Northern 

Chicago  & Springfield 

Dunleith  & Dubuque  Bridge  (1) . .. 

Kankakee  & Southwestern 

Rantoul 

South  Chicago 

St.  Charles  Air  Line 

Indiana  & Illinois  Southern 

Indianapolis  & St.  Louis  (3) 

Indianapolis, Decatur  & Western 

Indiana,  Illinois  & Iowa 

Kankakee  & Seneca 

Lake  Erie  & Western 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 

Louisville  & St.  Louis 

Chicago,  Peoria  & St.  Louis 

Litchfield, Carrollton  & Western  .. 

Lo'Msville,  Evansville  & St.  Louis 

Louisville, New  Albany  & Chicago 


Oct. 

Nov. 

Sept. 

Sept. 


12.1889  O.  &F. 

13.1889  F. 
6,1889  0.  &F. 

17. 1889  O.  & F. 


Sept.  23,1889  0.  &F, 


Oct. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Oct. 


Sept 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Nov. 

Nov. 


Oct. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Oct. 

Aug. 

Dec. 

Dec. 

Dec. 

Dec. 

Nov. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Nov. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Nov. 


23. 1889  O.&F. 

18.1889  F. 

18, 1889  F. 

3,1889  O.  &F. 


17.1889 

6.1889 

19. 1889 

20.1889 

17.1889 

1.1889 

3. 1889 

2.1889 

9. 1889 

24. 1889 

15.1889 

22.1889 
22, 1889 

22.1889 

21.1889 

27. 1889 

27. 1889 

20.1889 

29.1889 


O.&F 

F, 

F, 

O.  &F, 
F, 
F, 

O.  &F. 
O.&F. 
O.  &F. 
O.&F. 
O.&F. 
F. 
F. 
F. 

O.  &F. 
O.&F. 
F. 

O.  & F. 
F. 


17.1889  O.  & F. 

21. 1889  O.&F. 


11. 1889 

14.1889 

31. 1889 

3.1889 

19.1889 

17.1889 

17.1889 

4. 1889 

1.1889 
1, 1889 
1,1889 
1,1889 
1,1889 
1,1889 
1, 1889 

1.1889 

14. 1889 

6.1889 

11. 1889 

11.1889 

18.1889 

11.1889 

9.1889 

18.1889 

25.1889 


O.  & F. 
O.&F. 
O.&F. 
O &F. 
F. 

O.  & P. 
F. 

O.  &F. 
0.&  F. 
F. 

f; 

F. 

F. 

F. 

F. 

F. 

F. 

O.&F. 

O. 

O.&F. 
O.  & F. 
O.  &F. 
O.  &F. 
O.&F. 
O.  & F. 


Sept. 

Oct. 


25.1889  O.&F. 

8.1889  O.&F. 


B.  and  O.  R.  R.  Co 


Belt  Ry.  Co.  of  Chicago 

A.  J.  Thomas  and  C.  E.  Tracy, 

receivers  

E.  L.  Dudley,  receiver 


Chicago  and  Alton  R.  R.  Co. 


Chi.  & Atlantic  Ry.  Co.  to  May,  19, 
1889.  VolneyT.  Mallott,  receiver, 

from  May  19  to  June  30,1889 

Chicago  & Eastern  111.  R.  R.  Co  .. 

See  note  below.  (2) 

Chicago  & Eastern  111.  R.  R.  Co  .. 
o & G.  T.  Ry.  Co 


Chicago 


Danville  Elevator  Co 

Chicago  & Iowa  R.  R.  Co. . 
Chicago  & N.  W.  Ry.  Co  .. 
Chicago  & O.  R.  R.  R.  Co. 

C.,  B.  &N.  R.  R.  Co 

C.,  B.  & Q.  R.  R.  Co 


C.,  M.  & St.  P.  Ry.  Co 

C.,  R.  I.  & P.  Ry.  Co •. .. 


C.,  S.  Fe  & C.  Ry.  Co 


C.,  St.  L.  & P.  R.  R.  Co 

C.,  St.  P.  &K.  C.  Ry.  Co 


C.,  I.,  St.  L.  & C.  Ry.  Co. 

E.  St.  L.  & C.  Ry.  Co 

E.  St.  L.  C.  Ry.  Co 

E.,  J.  & E.  Ry.  Co 


F.  C.  N.-G.  Ry.  Co  . 

G.  T.  & C.  R.  R.  Co' 

I.  C.  R.  R.  Co 


I.  & I.  S.  R.  R.  Co 

I.  & St.  L.  Ry.  Co 

I..  D.  & W.  Rv.  Co 

I.;  I.  & I.  R.  R.  Co 

C.,  I.,  St.  L.  & C.  Rv.  Co. 

L.  E.  & W.  R.  R.  Co" 

L.  S.  & M.  S.  Ry.  Co 

L.  & St  L.  Ry.  Co 


L.,  E.  & St.  L.  Consol.  T.  R.  Co. 
L.,  N.  A.  & Chicago  Ry.  Co 


1 L'noflicial. 

2.  Operated  bv  t!.  & E.  I R.  R.,  Wabash  R.  R , Chicago  & Atlantic  Ry.,  C.  & G.  T.  Ry.,  L., 
N.  A.  & C.  Ry..  C.,  S.  Fe  & C.  Ry.  and  Belt  Ry.  of  Chicago.  3.  Operates  main  line  of  St.  Louis, 
Alton  & Terre  Haute  R.  R. 


t 
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Mileage  for  year  ending  June  30,  1889. 


Length  of  Line  Opekated. 

Length  of  Line  Owned. 

Double  track 
in  Illinois. 

Side  track 
in  Illinois. 

New  road 
built 
during 
year  in 
Illinois. 

Whole  Line. 

In  Illinois. 

Whole  Line. 

In  IlJinois. 

1. 

o 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7 

271.00 

14.31 

1 

262.60 

5.91 

5.90 

21.49 

2 

21.31 

21.31 

1.56 

22.61 

3 

266.00 

259.00 

266.00 

259.00 

38.00 

4 

512.72 

93.25 

498.09 

88.65 

10.99 

5 

2.57 

1.10 

6 

848.98 

585.74 

547.86 

547.86 

33.94 

121.95 

37.20 

37.20 

40.30 

30.85 

8 

1.30 

.68 

9 

268.40 

19.90 

248.50 

10 

435.75 

202.55 

351.46 

iso. 08 

32.92 

48.90 

11.35 

11 

48.58 

48.58 

31.61 

61.93 

12 

48.60 

5.48 

13 

335.27 

30.65 

326.50 

21.88 

10.00 

14 

3.90 

3.90 

3.90 

18.80 

15 

.41 

.41 

16 

104.00 

104.00 

104.00 

104.00 

20.00 

4, 254.92 

586.28 

4,250.38 

586.28 

84.47 

240  18 

18 

86.00 

86.00 

86.00 

86.00 

5.22 

19 

369.25 

108.22 

349.70 

94.53 

' 17.76 

20 

4,820.86 

1,210.22 

4,464.64 

854  00 

203.00 

293.00 

21 

12.45 

12.45 

.65 

22 

58.73 

58.73 

7 47 

23 

283.82 

283.82 

53.34 

24 

5,707.24 

338.85 

5,678.15 

317.78 

27.39 

162.47 

1.63 

25 

3,257.10 

236.40 

1,185.90 

189.70 

158.90 

120  40 

26 

46.70 

46.70 

10.70 

27 

51b. 70 

294.76 

490.97 

277.79 

72.22 

28 

10.58 

10.58 

29 

.61 

.48 

30 

636.05 

28.00 

580.52 

28.00 

11,73 

30.06 

31 

749.75 

172.16 

811.76 

146.82 

18.01 

32 

75.18 

32.99 

56.74 

32.99 

10.33 

33 

12.01 

12.01 

12.01 

12.01 

4.45 

34 

12.07 

12.07 

1.74 

1.74 

8.23 

35 

135.00 

113.70 

101,69 

80.39 

22.39 

36 

33.31 

33.31 

7.12 

37 

61.00 

61.00 

29.70 

29.70 

1.40 

38 

31.30 

31.30 

1.00 

39 

26.20 

26.20 

26.20 

26.20 

6.00 

40 

2,276.45 

1,282.72 

. 70.S50 

705.50 

65.41 

197.99 

41 

131.62 

131.62’ 

12.21 

42 

222.14 

130.97 

26.08 

43 

111.47 

111.47 

17.32 

44 

.59 

.17 

45 

131426 

131.26 

12.96 

46 

74.43 

66.21 

4.50 

47 

4.76 

4.76 

.21 

48 

.76 

.76 

.75 

49 

90.00 

56.00 

90.00 

56 '.00 

4.00 

50 

193.20 

185.89 

51 

152.51 

76.76 

152.51 

75.76 

7.79 

52 

118.19 

68.95 

118.19 

68.95 

8.13 

53 

42.08 

42.08 

42.08 

42.08 

4.88 

64 

582.07 

119.47 

578.89 

117.06 

14.78 

55 

1,409.55 

14.  '2 

1,086.82 

14.02 

14.02 

50.80 

56 

315.20 

315.20 

128.70 

128.70 

9.58 

57 

118.10 

118.10 

9.33 

58 

51.60 

51.60 

3J9 

59 

296.74 

79.75 

297.51 

87.90 

2i!40 

60 

537.07 

19.86 

508.06 

61 

62 

63 

64 

65 

66 

67 

68 

69 

70 

71 

72 

73 

74 

75 

76 

77 

78 

79 

80 

sr 

82 

83 

84 

85 

86 

87 

88 

89 

90 

91 

92 

93 

94 

95 

96 

97 

98 

99 

100 
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Table  J— Contiimetl. 


Name  of  Comi’any. 


Michi^ran  Central 

Joliet  & Northern  Indiana 

Mobile  & Ohio.  lOp.  St.  L.  & Cairo).. 

St.  Louis  & Cairo 

New  York,  Chicago  & St.  Louis 

Chicago  & State  Line 

Ohio  & Mississippi 

Ohio,  Indiana  & Western 

Penn.  Co.  (Op.  P.,  Ft.  W.  vfe  Chi.).... 
Penn  Co.  (Op.  So.  Chi.  & Southern) .. 
Pittsburgh-,  Ft.  Wayne  & Chicago  . 

South  Chicago  & Southern 

Peoria  & Pekin  Union 

Peoria,  Decatur  & Evansville 

Rock  Island  & Peoria 

Southeast  & St.  Louis.  (Op.byL.&N.) 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Springfield 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute 

Bellevilie  & Carondelet 

Belleville  & Eldorado 

Belleville  & Southern  Illinois 

’Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Paducah 

St.  Louis  Southern 

Carbondale  & Shawneetown  .. 

St.  Louis  Bridge  & Tunnel 

Terminal.  (East  St.  Louis) 

St.  Louis  & Chicago 

Terre  Haute  & Indianapolis.  (Onerat- 
ing  St.  L.,  Vandalia  & Terre  Haute). 
St.  Louis,  Vandalia  & Terre  Haute. 

Terre  Haute  & Peoria 

Toledo, Peoria  & Western 

Toledo, St.  Louis  & Kansas  (’ity 

Union  Stock  Yards  & Transit  Co 

Wabash, Chester  & AVestern 

Wabash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific 

Wabash  Western  

Champaign  & Sidney 


Wisconsin  Central 

Chicago  & Wisconsin  


Date  of  Filing  Re- 
POTR.  (Operat- 
ing OR  Financial.) 


Sept.  6,1889  0.  &F. 
Sept.  23,1889  F. 
Sept.  2, 1889  O.  & F. 
Oct.  7,1889  F. 
Sept.  12,1889  O.  &F. 
Sept.  21,1889  F. 
Oct.  29,1889  O.  &F.j 
Sept.  9,1889  O.&F. 
Oct.  17,1889  0.  &F. 
Oct.  17,1889  0.  &F. 
Aug.  26,1889  F. 
Oct.  24,1889  F. 
Sept.  6,1889  O.&F. 
Nov.  7,1889  0.  &F. 
Oct.  15,1889  0.  &F. 
Oct.  10,1889  0.  cfeF. 
Dec.  30,1889  0.&F. 
Oct.  7, 1889  O.  & F. 
Oct.  -7,1889  F. 
Oct.  5,1889  F. 
Oct.  14,1889  F. 
Oct.  5,1889  F. 
Oct.  5,1889  F. 
Oct.  9,1889  F. 
Nov.  20.1889  O.&F. 
Oct.  21,1889  F. 
Sept.  4, 1889  O.  & F. 


How  Operated. 


Alichigan  Central  R.  R.  Co 


Mobile  & Ohio  R.  R.  Co 


N.  Y.,  Chi.  & St.  L.  R R.  Co 

(ft  ft  ft 

O.  & M.  Ry.  Co 

O.,  I.  & W.  Ry.  Co 

Pennsylvania  Co 


P.  & P.  U.  Rjl  Co 

P.,  D.  & E.  Ry.  Co 

R.  I.  & P.  Ry.  Co 

L.  & N.  R.  R.  Co 

St.  L.,  A.  &S.  R.  R.  Co 

St.  L.,  A.  & T.  H.  R.  R.  Co 


St.  L.  B.  & T.  R.  R 

R.  J.  Cavett,  receiver 


Dec. 

Aug. 

Oct. 

Sept. 

Dec. 

Feb. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Sept. 

Oct. 


Nov. 

Nov. 


2.1889  O. 

30.1889  F. 

9.1889  O &F. 

13.1889  O.  &F. 

7.1889  O.  & F. 
—,1890  0.&  F. 

7.1889  O.  & F. 

10. 1889  O.  & F. 

3.1889  O.  &F. 

2. 1889 


2r2,1889  0.&  F. 
23, 1889  F. 


T.  H.  & I.  R.  R.  Co 

T.  H.&p.  R.R.co’.!;!!;!!!;;.;."! 
T.,  P.  & W.  R.  R.  Co 

T. ,  St.  L.  & K.  C.  R.  R.  Co 

U. ,  S.,  Y.  & T.  Co 

W.,  C.  & W.  R.  R.  Co  . .* 

John  McNuita,  receiver 

Wabash  Western  Ry.  Co 

Wabash  Western  R.  R.  Co.,  for 

Purchasing  Committee  of  W., 

St.  L.  & P.  Ry.  Co 

W.  Co 


Total 

Roads  in  pi’ocess  of  construction  T, 


Grand  total 
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Table  I — Continued. 


Length  op  Line  Operated. 

Length  op  Line  Owned. 

Double  track 
in  Illinois. 

Side  track 
in  Illinois. 

New  road 
built 
during 
year  in 
Illinois. 

'Whole  Line. 

In  Illinois. 

Whole  Line. 

In  Illinois. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

1,550.94 

49.07 

270.07 

6.07 

6.07 

39.57 

62 

45.00 

29.00 

16.75 

63 

160.06 

160.06 

64 

160.60 

160  60 

36.00 

65 

523.02 

18.86 

502.56 

66 

9.96 

9.96 

2.32 

13.40 

67 

623.75 

371.49 

623.75 

371.49 

59.63 

68 

350.45 

131.52 

341.43 

122.50 

27.30 

69 

469.89 

16.32 

70 

10.25 

10.25 

71 

469.89 

16.32 

14.34 

40.24 

72 

10.25 

10.25 

1.05 

.14 

73 

18.10 

18.10 

18.10 

18.10 

2.40 

33.10 

74 

256.00 

213.25 

235.67 

192.92 

25.28 

75 

113.00 

113.00 

113.00 

113.00 

11.64 

76 

208.00 

179.67 

208.00 

179.67 

32.25 

77 

96.00 

96.00 

83.00 

83.00 

5.00 

13.00 

78 

239.04 

239.04 

207.40 

198.40 

77.49 

79 

17.30 

17.30 

' 2.78 

80 

50.20 

50.20 

4.11 

81 

56.40 

56.40 

14.49 

82 

53.50 

53.50 

6.57 

38.00 

83 

29.74 

29.74 

3.89 

84 

17.50 

17.50 

2.46 

85 

3.79 

2.51 

2:70 

1.42 

11.00 

86 

1.09 

1.09 

10.85 

87 

53.00 

53.00 

53.00 

53.00 

4.47 

88 

158.34 

158.34 

89 

158.34 

158.34 

45.26 

90 

172  89 

166.83 

144.75 

144.75 

13.07 

91 

247.1) 

237.80 

230.10 

230.10 

32.50 

92 

450.72 

179.51 

450.72 

179.51 

14.00 

93 

35.00 

35.00 

90  00 

94 

42.26 

42.26 

42.26 

42.26 

2.88 

95 

948.20 

706.60 

915.90 

674.30 

176.00 

96 

1,001.90 

31.50 

821.90 

97 

11.60 

11.60 

.50 

98 

373.56 

48.72 

297.67 

99 

48.72 

48.72 

10.44 

100 

9,904.93 

740.94 

2,770.79 

64.12 

31.70 

14.73 

23.89 

7.29 

9, 936.63 

755.67 

2,804.68 

71.41 

30 


Roads  in  Process  of  Construction. 


Name. 

Length  of  Line  Constructed  in  Illi- 
nois TO  June  30,  1889. 

Main  track. 

Double  track 

Sidings. 

Chicago  & Calumet  Terminal 

7.29 

Chicago  & Great  Western 

10.71 

9.98 

23.69 

Chicago,  Harlem  & Batavia 

7.20 

4.75 

.20 

Liverpool  Coal 

2.50 

Peoria  Terminal : 

4.00 

Total 

31.70 

14.73 

23.89 

I 


Table  IT. — Capifal  SfocJc,  Funded  T)ehf  and  Current  TAahiliHcs  for  year  ending  June  30,  1889 — Whole  Line. 
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Table  J7— Continued. 


32 


cc 

02 

Total 
amount 
per  mile 
of  road. 
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Cj 

111 

l|^ 

S : :i  :S 

1 i ii 

5 • ; ; 

SSSSgS  ) : : : :SS  : ; : : 

zmm\\  H M H 

0^  t-hcO .... 

.....  TP  .... 

8 *15  '8  • -8 
iii  :|  : :s 

^ 'oT  ‘ : 

lO 

o E 
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S : ;2 

5 : ig  i’ 

8SSS8I;  -SSI  . 

ISiiil : : ; ; :3i  ; : i ; 

n i M M 

;S  :8  : -‘Vl 

M 

M ^ if  i ¥ 

I 

P 

1 

pi 

l|'S 

g 

1 

CO 

:i§g| 

iliiiliiiSSiiigig 
•:  ^ s' 
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SSSS88gS  : 

iilip II  i 

^coS?3£55‘''co  • 

CO 

fcfl 
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O 2 

o. 
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:iis¥ 

•CO 

34.134.000  00 

1.239.000  00 
4,218,95000 

941.000  00 

650.000  00 

5.920.000  00 

46.516.000  00 

1.667.000  00 

1.500.000  00 

422.000  00 

6.700.000  00 
10,000,000  00 
10,000,000  00 

800.000  00 
4, 000, 000  00 

19.890.000  00 

SSSSSSSS  : 

isiiiili : 
IliSiiii'  i 

00^  sf'S'*'  o'  • 

oi 

1 

Q 

1*1 

iliiiiiliiliisisisiiiliiiiiiilssi 

S S S S ■'^*'8  § s ^*'2^  S « ;^S  S ¥j§  ^'2 

S S 

- 

fci 

l| 

If 

o 

420.000  00 
20, 000  00 

4.000. 000  00 

1.000. 000  00 
375,515  77 
260, 900  00 

50.000  00 

40.000. 000  00 

1.400.000  00 
1,000,000  00 

3.598.000  00 

10. 000  00 

23.680.000  00 

50.000. 000  00 
1,000,000  00 

1.500.000  00 
598,800  00 

5,634,309  00 

5.900.000  00 
18,738,204  00 

300. 000  00 

6.500.000  00 

30.000. 000  00 

1.500.000  00 
24,092,979  89 

13.325.000  00 
31,736,285  71 

123.000  00 
1,000,000  00 

8.400.000  00 

1..  500. 000  00 

1.000. 000  00 

1.500.000  00 

5 

s 

c 

5 

"S 

1. 
0 ■ 

1 

0 

.2. 

: 

1 
Cd: 

bast  St.  Louis  Connecting 

Elgin,  Joliet  & Eastern 

Gardner,  Coal  City  * Northern 

Fulton  County  Narrow-Gauge 

h niton  County  Extension 

Grand  Tower  ct  Carbondale 

Illinois  Central 

Indiana  & Illinois  Southern 

Indianapolis,  Decatur  & Western 

Indiana,  Illinois  & Iowa 

Kankakee  & Seneca  

Lake  Erie  & Western 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 

Louisville  & St.  Louis 

Chicago,  Peoria  & St.  Louis 

Litchfield, Carrollion  & Western... 

Louisville,  Evansville  & St.  Louis 

Louisville, New  Albany  & Chicago 

Michigan  Central 

Joliet  & Northern  Indiana 

St.  Louis  tfe  Cairo  

New  York, Chicago  & St.  Louis 

Chicago  A State  Line 

Ohio  ct  Mississippi 

Ohio,  Indiana  & Western 

Pittsburgh,  Ft.  Wayne  A;  Chicago 

South  Chicago  & Southern 

Peoria  & Pekin  Union 

Peoria,  Decatur  & Evansville  (5) 

Rock  Island  & Peoria 

Southeast  & St.  Louis.  (Op.  by  L.&N.) 
Si.  Louis,  .Alton  & Springfield 

* 

33 


£ 8 |W  S kV 

s 

i 

S 

S3SSgsSg§£85SSS5Sg 

iiiiiiiiiiiigiiiii 

ip¥i¥i¥iii¥p^^^^ 

W .I  tH  OJ  tc  r-T  CO  ^O'MIO 

1 

§ 

§ 

: : ; :S”igE::g  : : 

: i i ii-i-i  i i 

g 

■ • • • w S o £ ^ • • 

: : i Imms  '■  : 
; ; ; ! ! 

8 

I 

i 

1 
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• 8,057,000  00 

500.000  00 

5.50.000  00 
1,100,000  00 

■ 2,000,00000 
1,075,000  00 

250. 000  00 

1.400.000  00 

4.499.000  00 

1.800.000  00 
4,500,000  00 
<1,800,000  00 

300,000  00 
20, 019, 850  37 
10,710,500  00 
9,111,328  38 
1,500,001)  00 

s 
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mmmmwm  '-m 
.82¥ 

s 

1 

gssgggggssgsgg  ggg 
liiiiiiiiiiiii  :lsi 
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i 

i 

St.  Louis,  Alton  <fc  Terre  Haute 

Belleville  & Carondelet 

Belleville  & Eldorado 

Belleville  & Southern  Illinois 

Chicago,  St.  Louis  it  Paducah 

St.  Louis  Southern 

Carbondale  it  Shawneetown.. .. 

St,  Louis  it  Chicago 

St.  Louis,  Vandal  ia  it  Terre  Haute 

Terre  Haute  it  Peoria 

Toledo, Peoria  & Western 

Toledo,  St.  Louis  it  Kansas  City 

Wabash,  Cl'iester  & Western 

Wabash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific 

Wabash  Western 

Wisconsin  Central 

Chicago  it  Wisconsin 

3 

c 

(1)  Includes  main  line  and  branches.  (2)  Includes  main  line  branches  and  proprietary  lines.  (3)  H.  T.  C.  & C.  R.  R.  and  V.  & C.  R.  R.  not  included 
I.  & C.  R.  R.  not  included.  (5)  Unofficial  figures. 


Table  III. — Total  Earnings  from  O'peration  in  Illinois,  for  year  ending  June  HO,  1880. 
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Table  III. — Total  TJarnings  from  Operation  in  Illinois — Coutimied. 
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Table  IY. — Total  Earnings  and  Income  in  Illinois  for  year  ending  June  30 ^ 1889. 
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Table  V. — Opcraiincj  Expenses  in  Illinois  for  year  ending  June^  SO,  1889. 
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Table  V. — Operating  Expenses  in  Illinois — Coutinued. 
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Table  VIII.  A — General  Exhibit,  Whole 


Name  .if  Company. 


Gross 

earnings  from 
oneration. 


Opf^raf  ii 
exjieus-" 


Income 
from 

j operation. 


Baltimore  & Ohio.  (Op.  Baltimore  & Ohio  & Chi.) 

Belt  Railway  of  Chicago 

Cairo,  Vincennee  & Chicago 

Central  Iowa 

Chicago  & Alton 

Chicago  & Atlantic 

Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois 

Chicago  & 'Western  Indiana 

Chicago  & Grand  Trunk 

Grand  Trunk  Junction 

Chicago  & Iowa 

Chicago  & Northwestern 

Chicago  & Ohio  River 

Chicago,  Burlington  & Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  & C),uincy 


Galesburg  & Rio. 

Illinois  Valley  & Northern. 


St.  Louis,  Rock  Island  & Chicago 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  & St.  Paul 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  & Pacific 

Chicago,  Santa  Fe  & California 

Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Pittsburgh 

Chicago,  St.  Paul  & Kansas  City 

Cin.,  Lafay.  & Chi.  (Op.  by  C.,  I.  St.  L.  & C.). .. 

East  St.  Louis  & Carondelet 

East  St.  Louis  Connecting 

Elgin,  Joliet  & Eastern 

Fulton  County  Narrow  Gauge 

Grand  Tower  & Carbondale 

Illinois  Central 

Indiana  & Illinois  Southern 

Indianapolis  & St.  Louis 

Indianapolis,  Decatur  & Western 

Indiana,  Illinois  & Iowa 

Kankakee  & Seneca 

Lake  Erie  & Western 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 

Louisville  & St.  Louis 

Louisville,  Evansville  & St.  Louis 

Louisville,  New  Albany  & Chicago 

Michigan  Central 

Mobile  & Ohio.  (Operating  St.  Louis  & (3airo).. 

New  York,  Chicago  & St.  Louis 

Ohio  & Mississippi 

Ohio,  Indiana  & 'SVestern 

Pennsylvania  Co.  (Op.  Pitts.,  Ft.  W.  & Chic.).. 
Pennsylvania  Co.  (Op.  So.  Chicago  & Southern) 

Peoria  & Pekin  Union ' 

Rock  Island  & Peoria 

Southeast  & St.  Louis.  (Op.  by  Louisv’le.fc  Nash.) 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Springfieid ^ 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute * 

St.  Louis  Bridge  & Tunnel 

St.  Louis  & Chicago 

Tei’re  Haute  Indianapolis.  (Op.  St.  L.V.  &T.  H.) 

Terre  Haute  & Peoria 

Toledo,  Peoria  & Western 

Toledo,  St.  Louis  & Kansas  City 

Wabash,  Chester*  Western 

Wabash,  St,  IjOuis  & Pacific 

Wabasb  Western 

Wisconsin  Central 


Total 


.$2,178,650  27 
485.549  38 
738,381  26 
1,391,936  68 
7,669,409  75 
2,092,843  55 
2,719,932  02 


3, 380. 197  06 


527, 536  36 
25,480,445  38 
77,016  62 
2,163,252  10 
25,792,309  94 


25,466 
13,284, 

3,112 
5,466, 

2,762,839  22 
394, 

66, 


,314  95 
74 

,518  85 
, 462  24 


160, 

45, 


12,771, 
70, 
1, 468, 
413, 
228, 


2,226, 
18, 070, 
630, 
1,106, 
2, 401, 
13, 480, 
670, 
4,682, 
3,955, 
1,478, 
9, 622, 
14, 


571, 

957, 

96, 

1,000, 

1,444, 

46, 

1,612, 
328, 
870, 
764, 
54, 
6,  679. 
5,868', 
1,845, 


063  77 
087  03 
681  16 
844  95 
859  74 
917  85 
770  43 
191  96 
404  78 
510  12 
798  46 
087  55 
271  20 
717  23 
202  24 
359  86 
917  76 
559  30 
267  65 
468  69 
165  36 
662  02 
792  82 
749  85 
318  61 
493  65 
626  74 
969  27 
436  57 
825  44 
781  91 
904  05 
582  69 
086  78 
295  06 
820  99 
352  38 
660  46 
193  33 


$1,906,162  32 
395,031  11 
447,044  52 
1,110,605  15 
4,  .555, 767  92 
1,744,934  83 
1,624,047  17 


2.442,770  52 


325, 326  00 
15,270,059  50 
56,446  51 
1,411,609  66 
17,278,431  60 


15,672,997  86 
9, 195, 637  37 
2,476,151  51 
4, 413, 364  87 
2, 055, 266  02 
319,201  45 
50,071  07 
115,286  47 
159,460  07 
41,024  51 
57,055  92 
7,342,0.56  74 
49,890  85 
1,188,217  91 
295,569  57 
186, 124  21 

65.132  47 
1,338,817  25 

11,388,647  1 
395,194  06 
748,835  51 
1,495,020  80 
9,  .509, 430  24 
493,416  92 
3,808,233  54 
2,788,600  71 
1,067,609  25 
6,604,954  31 
16,862  47 
214,  230  28 
326,694  45 
649, 2.38  81 
72,095  33 
.557,441  65 
722,4.54  80 

38.132  44 
1,121,804  55 

277,089  09 
638,140  14 
489,801  88 
44,912  6f 
5,402,071  8' 
4,368,811  45 
l,270,20it  15 


$221,470,245  08  $148,095,096  40  .$73, 377,261  30 


$271, 887  95 
90,518  27 
291,336  74 
281,331  53 
3,113,641  83 
347,908  72 
1,095,884  85 


937,426  54 


202,210  36 
10,210,385  88 
20,570  11 
751, 642  44 
8,513,878  34 


9,793,317  09 
4,089,312  37 
636,367  34 
1,053,097  37 
707, 573  20 
74,862  32 
16,015  96 
24,394  69 
1,384  88 
4.835  23 
20,861  93 
5,429,713  69 
20,301  11 
280,186  87 
117, 940  55 
42,  674  25 
1, 955  08 
887,453  95 
6,682,070  06 
235,008  18 
.357,524  35 
906,896  96 
3. 971, 129  06 
176,850  73 
874,  235  15 
1,171,564  65 
411,052  77 
3,017,838  51 
(1)  2,112  62 
79,088  33 
244,799  20 
308,:387  93 
24,873  94 
442.994  92 
722,370  64 
8, 649  47 
- 491, 099  50 
51,493  60 
231, 946  64 
274,493  18 
9,908  39 
1,277,280  51 
1,499,849  01 
574,984  18 


Deficit  frcm  operation. 
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Line,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1889. 


4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Income  fuo3i  Other  Sources. 

Total  income. 

Interest 

on 

bonds  owned. 

Dividends 
on  slocks 
owned. 

Rentals 
of  buildings, 
tracks, yards 
and  terminals. 

Miscellaneous 
income 
less  expenses. 

Total  income 
from 

other  sources. 

.$271,887  95 
101,618  27 
291,. 336  74 
296,016  25 
3,390,264  27 
437,014  04 
1,100,897  48 
897,373  34 
1,038,010  42 
141,508  25 
202,210  36 
10,530,343  07 
20,570  11 
781,433  27 
9,166,153  .37 
17,558  87 
75,604  30 
223,214  53 
10,338,387  90 
6,561,988  01 

638.873  27 
1,064,488  25 

722,719  62 
74, 862  32 
16,015  96 
24,394  69 
1,384  88 
4, 835  23 
20,861  93 
6,834,662  20 
21, 472  70 
280,186  87 
117, 940  55 
42, 674  25 
1,955  08 
936,551  95 
7,086,513  46 
235,008  18 
387,091  75 
998,094  30 
4,017,569  88 
176, 850  73 
878,288  71 
1,172,695  99 
411,052  77 
3,154,520  90 
(2)  2,112  62 
226, 429  89 
245,679  20 
308,387  93 

24.873  94 
883,873  25 
850,544  07 

8,649  47 
491,099  50 
51,493  60 
265,  796  64 
274,493  18 
9,  908  39 
1,472,458  37 
1,577,908  22 
1,042,704  03 

1 

3 

4 

5 
7 

10 

11 

12 

14 

15 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
28 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 
38 

40 

41 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 
60 
61 
62 
64 
P6 
68 

69 

70 

71 
74 
76 

78 

79 
86 
88 
89 

91 

92 

93 

95 

96 

97 
99 

$453  5.5 

.$10, 646  45 

$11,100  00 

.$14, 000  00 

684,72 
7,875  44 
40,041  00 
3,032  63 
47,335  80 
847  00 

14,684  72 
276,622  44 
89,105  32 
5,012  63 
897,373  34 
100,583  88 
141,508  25 

236,645  on 

.$32,102  00 

49,064  32 

1,980  00 

850,037  54 
99,736  88 
141,508  25 

596.34 

216,110  00 

33,055  55 

70,195  30 

319,957  19 

29,790  83 
652, 275  03 

29,790  83 
652, 275  03 
17,558  87 
75,604  30 
223,214  53 
545,070  81 
2,472,675  64 
2,505  93 
11,390  88 
15, 146  42 

17,558  87 
. 75, 604  30 
223,214  53 
82,  1'J7  06 
53,314  57 
508  00 
11,390  88 
15, 146  42 

40, 930  01 
8,660  00 

64,751  00 
49,860  00 

357, 282  74 
2,360,841  07 
1,997  93 

531,314  36 

358,774  13 

211,058  18 

303,801  84 
1,171  59 

i, 404, 948  51 
1, 171  _ 59 

49,098  00 
120, 707  33 

49,098  00 
404,443  40 

46, 690  00 

161,904  50 

75,141  57 

956  67 

18,000  00 

10,610  73 
91, 197  34 
2,795  32 

29,  567  40 
91,197  34 
46,440  82 

845  00 

42,800  50 

4,053  56 
1,131  34 

4,0.53  56 
1,131  31 

136,682  39 

136,682  39 

147,341  56 

147,341  56 
880  00 

880  00 

440,878  33 

440,878  33 
128,173  43 

128,173  43 

.33,850  00 

33,850  00 

6,770  00 
42,000  00 
2,  600  00 

$188,407  86 
.36,059  21 
374,559  02 

195,177  86 
78,059  21 
467,719  85 

90,560  83 

.$959,631  76 

$927,182  13 

.$2,875,232  96 

.$4,799,948  75 

.$9,561,995  60 

$82,939,256  90 

(i)  Deficit. 


I 

I 

1 

3 

4 

5 

7 

10 

11 

12 

14 

15 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

28 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

38 

40 

41 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 

60 

61 

62 

64 

66 

68 

69 

70 

71 

74 

76 

77 

78 

79 

86 

88 

89 

91 

92 

93 

95 

96 

97 

99 
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Table  YIII.  — Gmwral  Exhibif,  IT/io/p 


Name  oe  Company. 


10. 


12. 


Deductio.vs 


Interest  on 
funded  debt  and 
collateral 
trusts'  accrued 
during  year. 


Interest  on  car 
trust  obliga- 
tions and  re- 
ceivers’ cer- 
tificates. 


Interest  on 
interest  bear- 
ing current 
liabilities 
paid  during 
the  year. 


Baltimore  & Ohio.  (Op.  B.  & O.  & Chicago) 

Belt  Kail  way  of  Chicago 

Cairo,  Vincennes  & Chicago 

Central  Iowa 

Chicago  & Alton 

Chicago  & Atlantic 

Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois 

Chicago  & Western  Indiana 

Chicago  & Grand  Trunk 

Grand  Trunk  Junction 

Chicago  & Iowa 

Chicago  & Northwestern 

Chicago  & Ohio  River 

Chicago,  Burlington  & Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  & Quincy 

Galesburg  & Rio 

Illinois  Valley  & Northern 

St.  Louis,  Rock  Island  & Chicago 

Chicago, Milwaukee  & St.  Paul 

Chicago, Rock  Island  & Pacific 

Chicago,  Santa  Fe  & California 

Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Pittsburgh 

Chicago,  St.  Paul  & Kansas  City 

Cin.,Laf’ette  & Chi.  (Op.  by  C.,I.,St.  L.  & C.). 

East  St.  Louis  & Carondelet 

East  St.  Louis  Connecting 

Elgin,  Joliet  & Eastern 

Fulton  County  Narrow-Gauge 

Grand  Tower  & Carbondale 

Illinois  Central 

Indiana  & Illinois  Southern 

Indianapolis  & St.  Louis 

Indianapolis,  Decatur  & Western 

Indiana,  Illinois  & Iowa 

Kankakee  & Seneca 

Lake  Erie  & Western 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 

Louisville  & St.  Louis ■. 

Louisville,  Evansville  & St.  Louis 

Louisville,  New  Albany  A Chicago 

Michigan  Central . 


Mobile  & Ohio.  (Operating  St.  Louis  & Cairo) 

New  York,  Chicago  & St.  Louis 

Ohio  & Mississippi 

Ohio, Indiana  & Western 

Pennsylvania  Co.  (Op.  P.,  Ft.  W.  & C.) 

Pennsylvania  Co.  (Op.  So.  Chi.  & Southern)  .. 

Peoria  & Pekin  Union 

Rock  Island  & Peoria 

Southeast  & St.  Louis.  (Op.  by  L.  & N.) 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Springfield 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute 

St.  Louis  Bridge  & Tunnel 

St.  Louis  & Chicago 

Terre  Haute  & Ind.  (Op.  St.  L., V.  & T.  H.) 

Terre  Haute  & Peoria 

Toledo,  Peoria  & Western 

Toledo, St.  Louis  & Kansas  City 

Wabash,  Chester  & Western 

Wabash, St.  Louis  & Pacific .. 

Wabash  Western 

Wisconsin  Central 


Total 


,$464,  640  00 


36,875  00 
825,  682  60 
377,366  77 
724,045  33 
.521,130  00 
659,  997  46 
137,940  00 

172. 000  00 
5,805,030  58 

13,980  00 
693,  275  00 
4,  780, 774  51 
14,628  00 
69, 792  00 

175. 000  00 
7,054,470  99 
2,500,404  16 

901,480  00 
1,001,075  00 
871,368  33 
60,800  84 
14, 000  00 


$43,092  55 


33,880  00 

'i‘32L425'66 


132,880  00 
56,460  00 
39,000  00 

296. 000  00 
3,251,265  00 

117,304  44 

286. 000  00 
573,671  75 

1,080,800  00 
160,000  00 
786, 940  00 
1,019,620  56 
681; 498  20 


164,755  00 
42,000  00 
300,000  00 


469,000  00 


90,000  00 
180,480  00 


15, 000  00 
576,636  19 
739, 735  00 
527,  786  56 


26,525  00 


28,050  00 


130,306  47 


$40,823,894  2 


$227,974  02 


$.324,865  25 


505  29 


99,223  44 
3,568  25 


471,860  00 


163,476  79 


10,975  53 
6, 5i2  86 


156,132  35 
2,594  77 


1,921  55 


7,787  52 
51,856  06 


29,877  21 


3,396  65 


1,446  32 


$1,335,999  84 
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Line,  for  ye  or  ending  June  30,  1889. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


18. 


FROM  Income. 


Rentals,  in- 
cluding 
tracks,  yards, 
termi- 
nals, etc. 


Taxes. 


Other 

deductions. 


Total  deduc- 
tions from 
income. 


Net  income. 


Net  deficit. 


$100,005  00 
11,562  63 
88,849  56 
665,433  19 
171,408  57 
222,118  04 


$78,670  24 
27, 000  00 
46,104  67 
55,893  24 
255,478  55 
72,409  52 
1UO,.500  38 


137, 940  00 


117,589  42 


61,552  58 


75,237  06 
146,510  75 


271,442  14 
2,079,473  45 
813,956  91 


236,825  58 


1,437,380  00 


450,000- 00 


31,641  71 
494,835  66 


16,554  45 
158,129  15 
1,432,921  63 


45, 321 
3,101,360  83 


8,366  92 


283,344  34 
850,013  3‘ 


483,871  20 


57, 602  76 


168,354  90 


474,611  85 


16. 

699; 


83, 

1,153, 


48, 

803, 

410, 

102, 

185, 

69, 

19, 
4, 
1, 

1, 

4, 

655, 

6, 

60, 

20, 

15, 

86, 

482, 

12, 

38, 

286, 

32, 

120, 

151, 

61, 

350, 

22, 

22, 

38, 

6, 

34, 

116, 

1, 

(1)  54, 
15, 
34, 
23, 
2, 
175, 
135, 
60, 


720  38 
620  59 
280  00 
752  99 
784  75 
525  87 
812  30 
214  53 
517  30 
713  61 
668  09 
787  31 
832  05 
651  63 
349  22 
458  83 
521  16 
931  98 
948  45 
919  34 
271  21 
751  64 
731  18 
368  82 
660  44 
584  86 
223  25 
322  22 
140  63 
466  90 
578  2i 
362  8( 
802  79 
760  13 

241  39 
992  4' 
872  72 
184  29 
008  83 
660  67 
052  50 
742  53 
728  05 
750  00 
517  90 
239  93 
451  22 
100  00 
490  18 
964  43 
672  04 

242  84 


$14,576,626  00 


$7,552,075  58 


.$5,693  29 
33,447  00 
7,357  30 


86,025  69 


58, OCO  00 


234,126  10 
3,585  50 


4,517  56 


306,402  86 
75  00 


5,708  01 
3, 423  55 


53, 350  00 

'2t'997'96 


55,036  18 
522  81 


38,052  83 


2,578  26 
5,782  64 


6,750  00 


20,249  17 
433,201  60 


$868,175  49 
127,005  00 
100,759  85 
187,311  09 
1,780,041  34 
628,542  16 
1,047,169  04 
607,155  69 
1,014,750  32 
141,  .508  25 
188,720  38 
6,624,203  75 
21,260  00 
852,  265  05 
6, 552, 930  01 
16,r>3  8’ 
75,604  30 
223, 214  .53 
8,527,033  32 
4,994,176  72 
1,818,105  00 
1,213,387  31 
1,193,519  05 
80, 452  47 
18,349  22 
7,971  69 
7,521  16 
35,811  98 
4, 948  45 
3,883,259  .55 
8,  940  98 
510,751  64 
161,240  74 
75,2.52  37 
45,660  44 
414,226  57 
4,281,673  91 
129, 626  66 
348, 482  60 
896,121  76 
2,800,299  85 
192,362  80 
907,742  79 
1,284,344  08 
788,. 584  17 
8,452,353  30 
3,872  72 
195,306  21 
64,008  83 
338, 660  67 
6,0.52  50 
825, 139  70 
966,741  42 
4,328  26 
489,653  84 
105,239  93 
282,680  63 
23, 100  00 
18,936  50 
1,071,511  16 
1,. 308, 608  64 
1,062,641  25 


$1,388,883  25 


$65,905,452  96 


$190, 576  89 
108,705  16 
1,610,222  93 


53,728  44 
290,217  65 
23, 260  10 


13,489  98 
3, 906, 139  32 


2,613,223  36 
1.405  00 


1,811,354  58 
1,567,811  29 


16,423  00 


15, 913  48 
2, 951, 402  65 
12,531  72 


522,325  38 
2,804,839  55 
105,381  52 
38, 609  15 
101,972  54 
1,217,270 


31,123  68 
181, 670  37 


18,821  44 
58, 733  55 


4,321  21 
1,445  66 


251,393  18 


400,  947  21 
269, 299  58 


.$21,194,559  60 


$596,287  54 
25,386  73 


191,528  12 


689  89 
70,831  78 


1,179,231  73 
148,899  06 
470, 799  43 
5, 590  15 
2,333  26 


6,136  28 
.30,976  75 


230,664  77 
43,300  19 
32,578  12 
43,705  36 


15,512  07 
29,454  08 
111, 648  09 
377,531  40 
297,832  40 
5,985  34 


),272  74 


116.197  35 


53,746  33 
16,883  99 


9,028  11 


19.937  22 


$4,162,868  28 


(1)  Paid  by  lessor  company. 


Table  Till.  C— General  ExJiihif,  Whole 


Name  of  Comfany. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

23. 

Diviuends  Declakeii. 

Other 
payments 
from  net 
income. 

Pkefekred  Stock. 

Common  Stock. 

Amount. 

Kate 

per 

cent. 

Amount. 

Rate 

per 

cent. 

1 

3 

4 

5 
7 

10 

11 

12 

14 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

25 

26 
28 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 
38 

40 

41 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 
60 
61 
62 
64 
66 
68 

69 

70 

71 
74 

76 

77 

78 

79 
86 
88 
89 

91 

92 

93 

95 

96 

97 
99 

.$96,425  00 

.‘^278,360  00 

8. 

.$1, 129, 270  00 

8. 

267,912  00 

6. 

23,260  10 

1.881  894  on 

6. 

1,562,610  00 

7. 

3,0.55,684  00 

4. 

753,802  39 

972, 490  50 

4.. 50 

2,307,707  00 

5. 

Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Pittsburgh 

215,308  88 

Chicago.  St.  Paul  & Kansas  Citv 

Cin,Laf.  & Chi.  (Op.by  C.,I.,St.L.&C.) 
Kast  St.  Louis  & Carondelet 

East  St.  Louis  Connecting i 

21, 583  37 

Elgin,  Joliet  & Eastern ■ 

Fulton  County  Narrow-Gauge 

Grand  Tower  & Carhondale 

Illinois  Central 

2,266,666  66 

5.50 

Indiana  & Illinois  Southern 

Indianapolis  & St.  Louis 

Indianapolis,  Decatur  & Western ; 

Indiana, Illinois  & Iowa ' 

Kankakee  & Seneca 

Lake  Erie  & Western i 

302,077  30 
75,210  65 

Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern ^ 

2,473,325  00 

5. 

Louisville  & St.  Louis ; 

Louisville,  Evansville  & St.  Louis i 

Louisville.  New  Albanv  & Chicago 1 

Michigan  Central 

719,528  16 

4. 

343,944  38 

Mobile  & Ohio.  (Op.  St.  Louis  & Cairo) 
New  York,  Chicago  & St.  Louis 

176,026  19 

Ohio  & Mississippi 

Ohio,  Indiana  & Western 

Penn.  Co.  (Op.  Pitts., Ft.  W.  & Chi.).. 

Penn.  Co.  (Op.  So.  Chicago  & Southern) 
Peoria  & Pekin  Union 

11, 658  34 

Rock  Island  & Peoria 

75,000  00 

5. 

Southeast  & St.  Louis.  (Op.  by  L.  &N.) 
St.  Louis,  Alton  & Springfield 

St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute 

24,684  00 

1. 

St.  Louis  Bridge  & Tunnel 

St.  Louis  & Chicago 

T.  H.  &Ind.  (Op,  St.  L.,  Y.  & T.  11.).. 



Terre  Haute  & Peoria 

: Toledo,  Peoria  & Western 

44,200  00 
(1)  251,393  18 

1 Toledo,  St.  Louis  & Kansas  City 

Wabash,  Chester  & Western 

i Wabash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific 

Wabash  Western 

1 Wisconsin  Central 

Total 

.1:4,174,868  66 

.$12,803,596  00 

.$2,314,889  78 

(1.)  Turned  over  to  contractors. 
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Line,  for  year  ending  June  30,  1889. 


25. 


Total 
payments 
from  net 
income. 


Surplus 
for  year  end- 
ing June 
30,1889. 


26. 


Deficit 
for  year  end- 
ing June 
30,1889. 


2T. 


Surplus  on 
June  30,1888. 


28. 


29. 


Deficit  on 
JiTiie  30,1888, 


Balance 
surplus  car- 
ried for- 
ward to  next 
year. 


30. 


Balance 
deficit  carried 
forward 
to  next  year. 


$96,425  00 


1,407,630  00 
■■■267,’9i2'60 


.$94,151  89 
108,705  16 
202,  592  93 


$596,287  54 
25,386  73 


191,. 528  12 
214,183  .56 


.$406,911  05 
81,540  65 
(1)2,290,64  9 21 


.$3,345,438  69 
576,6.53  65 


.$.501,062  94 
190,245  81 
2,493,242  14 


$3,941,726  23 
602,040  38 


23, 260  10 
’3,‘444^504  OJ 


290,217  65 


269,284  95 
581,869  33 


1,680,012  45 


55,101  39 
872,086  98 


1,871,540  57 


13,489  98 
461, 635  32 


3,809,486  39 


972,490  50 
2,307, 707  00 


1,405  00 
838,864  08 


689  89 
70,831  78 
1,196,263  03 


296, 295  86 
4,580,944  20 


10,475,404  60 
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1.  Surplus  June  .30, 1888,  less  permanent  improvements  during  year  ending  June  30, 1889.  2.  In- 
cludes worthless  accounts  charged  off.  3.  Amount  credited  in  settlement  with  C.,  C.,  C.  & I.  Ky. 
Co.,  .$1,579,014.00.  4.  Includes  I.,  D.  & S.  R.  R.  surplus.  5.  For  the  year  ending  June  30, 1888. 
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(1)  3,135  cars  and  29  locomotives  are  leased  from  the  New  York  and  Pacilic  Car  Trust  Association. 


Table  XI. — Accidents  in  Illinois  for  Year  ending  June  30,  1880. 
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Table  XII. — Taxes  paid  in  Illinois  in  1887,  1888  and  1889,  for 
Years  ending  June  30. 


Name  op  Company. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

1887. 

1888. 

1889. 

1 Baltimore  & Ohio.  (Op,  Baltimore  & Ohio  & Chicago) 

.$1,485  64 
521,000  00 
48,810  95 
14,505  05 
179, 479  04 
6,430  052 
60,330  27 
11, 620  70 
15,099  25 
171, 634  49 
7, 999  54 
1,310  76 
11,046  57 
279,863  99 

$15,890  48 
25, 800  00 
52,145  40 
17, 355  21 
190,878  57 
30,655  50 
61, 757  09 
38,923  98 
17,640  89 
186,338  31 
7, 110  00 
1,353  80 
20,326  66 
310,065  55 
1,  632  63 

.$4,151  43 
27,000  00 
46, 104  67 
12,071  37 
200,084  00 
24, 842  31  : 
66,910  00  : 
39,379  14  j 
16, 720  38  1 
210,243  00  ] 
7,280  00  J 

5 Ceniral'lowa. 

7 Chicago  & Iowa 

8 Chicago  & Northwestern 

9 Chicago  & Ohio  River 

22,193  73  5 
286, 445  77  5 
1,525  87  5 
5,812  30  5 
4b,  214  53  S 
91,084  40  5 
143,203  90  5 
57, 355  86  5 
47, 528  89  c 
19,693  41  £ 
13, 521  29  £ 
4^349  22  £ 
1,458  83  j 
7,492  75  £ 
1,931  98  c 
4,948  45  4 

i Galesburg  & Rio.' 

3 Illinois  Valley  & Northern 

i St.  Louis,  Rock  Island  & Chicago 

43,018  74 
64,466  09 
178,549  so 
16,352  53 
31,358  54 

53,867  71 
87, 151  33 
144,860  02 
34,038  88 
36,131  70 
1,276  62 
13,625  15 
4,098  24 
10,315  97 

a Chicago,  Milwaukee  & St.  Paul T 

5 Chicago,  Rock  Island  & Pacific 

8 Chicago,  Santa  Fe  & California 

1 Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Pittsburgh 

i Chicago!  St.  Paul  & Kansas  City 

3 Cincinnati,  Lafayette  & Chi.  (Op.  by  C.,  I.,St.L.&  C.) 

5, 308  64 
3, 917  35 
6,944  62 

5 Elgin,  Joliet  & Eastern..^ 

8 Fulton  County  Narrow  Gauge 

1,889  50 
7,869  28 
7,535  28 
439,773  41 

1, 934  54 
5,485  26 
7,355  40 
486, 909  13 
8,615  31 
52,348  66 
18,627  60 

3 Grand  Tower  & Carbondaie 

Illinois  & St.  Louis  Railroad  and  Coal 

1 Illinois  Central 

507,403  42  4 
5,445  06  £ 
58,494  19  £ 

) Indiana  & Illinois  Southern 

1 Indianapolis  & St.  Louis 

46,  TOl  06 
29,460  74 
9,430  33 

Indiana,  Bloomington  & Western 

Indianapolis, Decatur  & Springfield 

2 Indianapolis,  Decatur  & Western 

13, 968  68 
10, 134  34 
10,598  26 
2,191  05 
6,218  21 
7, 984  U6 
45,168  87 

13, 547  49  £ 
10, 098  12  £ 
SeeL.  &St.L. 

i Indiana,  Illinois  & Iowa 

6,604  24 
10, 147  46 
208  36 
6,017  40 

Jacksonville  Southeastern 

Joliet,  Aurora  & Northern 

1 Kankakee  & Seneca 

6,660  44  5 
15,559  44  5 
46,089  95  5 
12,322  12  5 
16,828  72  6 
45  07  6 
25, 905  75  6 
32,362  80  6 
17,348  55  6 
80,630  08  6 
31, 483  47  6 
69, 209  80  7 
3, 872  72  7 
22,184  29  7 
3.5, 128  85  7 
22, 01)8  83  7 
32, 6;t3  36  7 

3 Lake  Erie  & Western 

i Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern 

45,995  95 

i*  Louisville  & St.  Louis 

) Louisville,  Evansville  & st.  Louis ; 

9,565  45 

9, 583  37 

1 Louisville,  New  Albany  & Chicago 

2 Michigan  Central 

18,296  51 
13, 372  52 
4,110  22 
73,326  38 

23,299  64 
29,938  15 
15,206  63 
83, 723  82 
13,305  43 
63,070  12 

1 Mobile  & Ohio.  (Operating  St.  Louis  & Cairo) 

j New  York,  Chicago  & St.  Louie 

3 Ohio  & Mississippi 

1 Ohio,  Indiana  & Western  

) Pennsylvania  Co.  (Op.  Pittsburgh,  Ft.  Wayne  & Chi.) 
1 Pennsylvania  Co.  (Op.  South  Chicago  & Southern.! 
I Peoria  & Pekin  Union 

59,119  80 

18,869  67 
31,811  35 
20,903  72 
35,987  13 
4,138  60 

20,072  08 
32,946  23 
22, 933  06 
34, 595  26 
5,935  58 

j Peoria,  Decatur  & Evansville 

) Rock  Island  & Peoria 

r Southeast  & St.  Louis  (Op.  by  Louiev’le  & Nash.). 
St.  Louis  and  Central  Illinois 

3 St.  Louis,  Alton  & Springfield 

6,052  50  7i 
34,742  .53  7 
54,101  99  81 
1, 750  00  81 
(1)  54,517  90  81 
15,239  93  9 
34, 451  22  9: 
11,152  93  91 
2,490  18  91 
123,175  10  91 
1,  778  00  9’ 
9, 726  44  9! 

1 St.  Louie,  Alton  & Terre  Haute 

29,027  16 

38,271  37 

) St.  Louis  Bridge  & Tunnel 

3 St.  Louis  & Chicago 

1,712  83 
(1)  57,103  .38 
16,053  85 
34,308  29 
13,071  02 
3,177  81 
173,229  12 
2,326  50 
4,969  93 

1 Terre  Haute  & Indianapolis.  (Op.  St.L.,V.  &T.  H.) 
1 Terre  Haute  & Peoria 

(1)  48,314  52 
6,425  00 
33,589  56 

2 Toledo,  Peoria  & Western 

5 Toledo,  St.  Louis  & Kansas  City 

j Wabash,  Chester  & Western 

3,405  02 
148,707  82 

i Wabash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific 

J Wabash  Western 

1 Wisconsin  Central 

5,078  34 

Total 

$2,356,114  36 

$2,739,612  53 

.$2,825,988  72 

(1)  Paid  by  lessor  company. 


BALTIMOKE  & OHIO  KAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEKS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

General  Solicitor,  Attorney  or  Counsel 

J . K.  Cowen 

Baltimore,  Md ....... 

Auditor 

W.  T.  Thelin 

( k 

General  Manager 

J.  T.  Odell  

k k 

Traffic  Manager 

Frank  Harriott 

k i 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent . . 

C.  0.  Scull  

kk 

General  Superintendent 

W.  W.  Peabody 

Chicago, 111 

Division  Superintendent ; 

P.  H.  Britton 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

Chas.  Selden 

Baltimore,  Md 

General  Baggage  Agent 

B.  E.  Peddicord 

k k 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

W.  W.  Peabody 

Chicago,  111 

BALTIMOEE  & OHIO  & CHICAGO  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 

\ 

OBGANIZATION. 


Name  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration^ 
of  Term. 

John  K.  Cowen 

Baltimore,  Md 

April,  1890 

Geo.  R.  Dennis 

Frederick,  Md 

“ 1890 

I.  G.  Lombard 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890 

James  Walsh 

k k 

‘ ‘ 1891 

C.  C.  Clarke 

“ 1891 

Miner  T.  Ames 

‘ ‘ 1891 

John  Tyrrell 

k k 

“ 1892 

W.  W.  Peabody 

k k 

“ 1892 

Carroll  Sprigg 

New  York  City 

“ 1892 

OFFICERS. 


■ Title. 

Name.- 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

W.  W.  Peabody 

Chicago,  111 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

J.  Hope  Sutor 

Janesville,  Ohio 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock. 

W.  W*  Peabody 

Chicago,  111 

68 


/ 


BELT  KAILWAY  COMPANY  OF  CHICAGO. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Name  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

John  B.  Carson 

Chicago,  111 

June,  1890 

Wm.  J.  Spicer 

Detroit,  Mich 

“ 1890 

O.  S.  Lyford 

Chicas^o,  111 

“ 1890 

Chas  M.  Hays 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Volney  T.  Mallott 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890 

Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  10. 

Date  of  last  meeting  of  stockholders  for  election  of  directors,  Tuesday,  June  4,  1890. 
Post-office  address  of  general  office,  Chicago,  111. 

Post-office  address  of  operating  office,  Chicago,  III. 


OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President. 
Vice-President  and  General  Manager . . 
Secretary  and  Auditor 

John  B.  Cai’son 

Chicago,  III. 

B.  Thomas 

M.  J.  Clark 

Treasurer  

John  E.  Murphy 

General  Solicitor 

Chas.  M.  Osborn 

( ( 

CAIRO,  VINCENNES  & CHICAGO  LINE. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Receivers 

Cashier 

A.  J.  Thomas  and  C.  E.  Tracy 

J.  W.  A-bbott 

New  York,  N.  Y .... 
Cairo,  111 

General  Solicitor 

Auditor 

S.  P.  Wheeler 

Richard  Oliver 

Springfield,  111 

Cairo,  111 

General  Manager 

M.  A.  McDonald 

General  Passenger,  Ticket  and  Bag- 
gage Agent 

General  Superintendent 

J.  J.  Fletcher 

C.  E.  Doyle 

Mt.  Carmel,  111 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

C.  E.  Doyle 
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CHICAGO  & ALTON  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

April,  1890 

1890 

“ 1890 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1891 

“ 1891 

“ 1891 

‘ ‘ 1892 

“ 1892 

Morn’s  TC.  JoRsnp  

New  York  City 

“ 1892 

OFFICEES. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Ofilce. 

President 

T.  B.  Blackstone 

Chicago.  Ill 

Vice-President 

J.  C.  McMullin 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

C.  H.  Poster 

Chief  Engineer 

K.  F.  Booth 

( ( 

General  Solicitor 

C.  Beckwith 

t fc 

Auditor 

Chauncey  Kelsey 

( ( 

General  Manager ^ 

C.  H.  Chappell 

( b 

General  Freight  Agent 7 

H.  H.  Courtright. 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  'Agent  . . 

J.  Charlton 

4 i 

Superintendent  of  Transportation 

T.  M.  Bates 

Bloomington,  111..., 

Division  Superintendent 

A.  M.  Kichards 

Division  Sup^intendent 

W.  K.  Mosley 

Eoodhouse,  111 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

H.  V.  Miller 

Bloomington, 111  .... 

General  Baggage  Agent 

C.  Huntington 

Chicago,!!! 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock. 

C.  H.  Foster,  Sec’y 

JOLIET  & CHICAGO  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name, 

Post-Office  Address. 

President  

John  Crerar 

Chicago,  ni 

Secretary  

Charles  H.  Foster  

. 

MISSISSIPPI  EIYEE  BEIDGE  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

John  Crerar 

Chicnofn,  Til 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Charles  H.  Foster 

E.  E.~ 5 
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ST.  LOUIS,  JACKSONVILLE  & CHICAGO  EAILKOAD 


COMPANY. 

OFFICEES. 

Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

J.  C.  McMnllin 

Wm.  J.  Bryson 

Chicago,  111 

CHICAGO  & ATLANTIC  BAIL  WAY  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

James  H.  Benedict 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Charles  L.  Atterhury 

Andrew  W.  Kent 

« i 

Hugh  J.  Jewett 

Glenville,  Md 

C.  C.  Waite 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Jas.  S.  Eobinson 

Kenton,  Ohio 

Thos.  Espey 

i & 

Geo.  J.  Bippus 

Huntington,  Ind 

Jacob  S.  Slick 

Chicago,  111 

OFFIOEES. 


Title. 

, Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President  . . 

James  H.  Benedict 

New  York,  N.  Y .... 

Vice-President 

Geo.  .1.  Kippns 

Huntington,  Ind  .... 

General  Solicitor 

W.  0.  Johnson 

Chicago,  111 

Secretary 

E.  B.  Guthrie 

Treasurer  

E.  E.  Willis 

Assistant  Secretary 

L.  H.  Conant 

New  York,  N.  Y .... 

Transfer  Clerk 

L.  H.  Conant 

CHICAGO  & ATLANTIC  KAIL  WAY  COMPANY. 
Yolney  T.  Malott,  Eeceivee. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Keceiver 

Volney  T.  Malott 

Chicago,  111 

Chief  Engineer 

Chas  Lerings 

General  Solicitors 

Baker  & Daniels 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

Chicago,  111 

Assistant  Solicitor 

John  A.  Henry 

Auditor 

General  Manager 

J.  D.  Kershaw 

G.  M.  Beach 

( t 

General  Agent  for  Keceiver 

L.  G.  Cannon 

(1 

General  Freight  Agent 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
Acting  Superintendent 

A.  S.  Crane 

( ( 

F.  C.  Donald 

C.  L.  Mavne 

Huntington,  Ind 

Chicago,  111 

Paymaster 

H.  D.  Hamilton 

General  Baggage  Agent 

F.  C.  Donald .-. 
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CHICAGO  & EASTEKN  ILLINOIS  KAILKOAD  COMPANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

H.  TT.  Porter 

Chicago,  111 

.Inne,  1891  

K.  P.  Flower 

New  York,N.  Y 

“ 1891  

H.  R.  Bishop 

‘ ‘ 1891  

Henry  Seihert 

“ 1891  

Benj.  Brewster 

i i 

“ 1890  

Rich.  M.  Hoe 

i i 

‘ ‘ 1890  

Ogden  Mills 

i ( 

‘ ‘ 1890  

J.  G.  English 

Danville,  111 

‘ ‘ 1890  

H.  H.  Stevens 

Boston,  Mass 

“ 1892  

Geo.  H.  Ball 

“ 1892  

0.  S.  Lyford 

Chicago,  111 

>•  ‘ 1892  

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

II . II.  Porter ' 

Chicae'O,  111 

Vice-President  and  General  Manager... 
Vice-President 

0.  S.  Lyford 

Geo.  C.  Kimball 

( i. 

Secretary  and  Auditor 

H.  A.  Ruhidge 

a 

Treasurer  

C.  W.  Hillard 

1 i 

Cashier  and  Paymaster 

A.  S.  Cullum 

i i 

Chief  Engineer 

S.  H.  Miller 

1 1 

Attorney 

W.  H.  Lyford.  (C.  & E.  I.  R.  R.) 

S.  H.  Spooner.  (C.  & I.  C.  Ry.) 

fc  & 

Attorney 

( b 

Special  Auditor  and  Ass’t  Secretary 

Traffic  Manager,  freight 

J.  H.  Kingwill 

1 1 

F.  V.  Davis 

( 

Traffic  Manager,  coal  and  lumber 

A.  M.  Nichols 

i 

General  Passenger,  Ticket  and  Bag- 
gage Agent 

Wm.  Hill 

General  Superintendent 

D R.  Patterson 

t,  i 

Superintendent  of  Transportation 

Superintendent  of  Transportation 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

W.  G.  Brimson.  (C.  & E.  I.  R.  R.) . . . 

W.  S.  Page.  (C.  &I.  C.Ry.) 

P.  W.  Drew ; . . . . 

Danville,  111 

Brazil,  Ind 

Chicago,  111 

General  Master  Mechanic 

Allen  Cook 

Danville,  111 

General  Road  Master 

Jas.  Sloan 

Superintendent  Bridges  and  Buildings. 
Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock. 
Purchasing  Auent 

A.  S.  Markley 

H.  A.  Ruhidge,  Secretary 

Chicago,  111 

IT?.nht.  

1 ^ 

CHICAGO  & WESTEEN  INDIANA  EAILROAD  COMPANY,, 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

1 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

John’B.  Carson 

Chicago,  111 

.In TIPI  ’ 1890 

Wm.  J.  Spicer 

Detroit,  Mich 

‘ ‘ 1890 

0.  S.  Lyford 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890 

Chas.  M.  Hays 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Volnev  T.  Malott 

Chicago,  111 

‘ ‘ 1890 

J.  F.  Goddard 

‘ ‘ ' 1890 
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OFFICEKS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President. 
Vice  President  and  General  Manager,. 
Secretary  and  Auditor 

John  B.  Carson 

B,  Thomas 

Chicago,  111 

M.  J.  Clark 

( ( 

Treasurer 

John  E.  Mirrphy 

( ( 

General  Solicitor 

Chas.  M.  Osborn 

EVANSVILLE,  TEEEE  HAUTE  & CHICAGO  EAILWAY 

COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President  and  Treasurer 

C.  W.  Hillard 

Chicago,  111 

Secretary  

J.  H.  Kingwill 

CHICAGO  & GEAND  TEUNK  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Joseph  Hickson 

Montreal,  Province  of  Quebec 

March,  1890 

L.  J.  Seargeant 

“ 1890 

Detroit,  Mich 

“ 1890 

Henry  Howard 

Port  Huron,  Mich 

“ 1890 

W.  C*  Beard.sley 

Auburn,  N.  Y 

“ 1890 

F.  A.  Howe 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890.... 

D.  F.  Skinner 

Valparaiso,  Ind 

“ 1890 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President. 

Joseph  Hickson 

Montreal,  Quebec... 

Vice-President 

L.  J,  Seargeant 

* < 

Secretary  

Charles  Percy 

Treasurer  

James  H.  Mnir 

Detroit,  Mich 

Chief  Engineer  

George  Masson 

General  Solicitor 

E.  WT  Meddaugh 

fc  ( 

General  Manager 

W.  J.  Spicer 

i ( 

Traffic  Manager 

George  R.  Reev'e  

Chicago,  111 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 

W.  E.  Davis. 

Superintendent 

A.  R.  Atwater 

Detroit,  Mich  . . . - 

Assistant  Superintendent 

A.  R.  McIntyre 

Battle  Creek,  Mich.. 

General  Storekeeper 

John  S.  Lorimer 

Detroit,  Mich 

General  Baggage  Agent 

.T.  R.  Quick 

Mechanical  Siiperintenfient 

Herbert  Roberta 

& ( 

Agent  in  Iliinois  for  transfer  of  stock. 

F.  A.  Howe 

Chicago,  111 
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GEAND  TEUNK  JUNCTION  E AIL  WAY  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Oifice  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Joseph  Hickson 

Montreal,  Province  of  Quebec 

March,  1890 

F.  A.  Howe 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890 

E.  W.  Meddaugh 

Detroit,  Mich 

‘ ‘ 1890 

W.  J.  Spicer 

“ 1890 

John  McCaffery 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board 

Joseph  Hickson 

Montreal,  Quebec... 

President 

Joseph  Hickson 

Vice-President 

P.  A.  Howe 

Chicago,  111 

Secretary  

Charles  Percy 

Montreal,  Quebec... 

Treasurer 

James  H.  Muir 

Detroit,  Mich 

Solicitor 

E.  W.  Meddaugh 

General  Manager 

W.  J.  Spicer 

( ( 

Superintendent 

A.  B.  Atwater : 

(fc 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

F.  A.  Howe 

Chicago,  111 

CHICAGO  & ILLINOIS  SOUTHEEN  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

John  S.  Hannah 

Chicago,  111 

Vice-President 

Wm.  P.  Harvey 

Baltimore,  Md 

Secretary 

Geo.  M.  Patch 

Chicago,  111 

Treasurer 

Geo.  S.  McReynolds 

CHICAGO  & IOWA  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

F.  H.  Head 

Chicago,  111 

March,  1890 

C.  L.  Allen 

“ 1890 

J.  L.  Lathrop 

“ 1890 

J.  C.  Peasley 

( ( 

“ 1890 

L.  0.  Goddard, 

“ 1890 

H.  W.  Weiss 

( i 

“ 1890 

Joseph  Keising 

Aurora,  111 

“ 1890.  
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V 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President ' ■ 

1 

j F.  H.  Head 

Chicago,  111 

First  Vice-President  and  Treasurer 

iJ.  C.  Peasley 

Seennd  Vice-President 

H.  B.  Stone 

C ( 

Secretary 

IL.  O.  Goddard 

(1 

Assistant  Treasurer  and  Auditor 

iF.  Clark 

Rochelle,  111 

General  Solicitor 

Wirt  Dexter 

Chica<^o,  111 

Assistant  Solicitor 

!M.  D Hathaway 

Rochelle,  111 

General  Superintendent,  Passenger 
and  Ticket  .Accent 

i 

H.  D.  Judson 

General  Rao’o’acre  .Agent 

E.  A.  Sadd 

China  oro, Til 

Agent  in  Iirinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

,L.  0.  Goddard 

CHICAGO  & NOETH WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

OEGANIZlTION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

1 

W.  L.  Scott 1 

I i 

lErie,  Pa 

1 

J une,  1890 

Percy  R Pvne I 

IVew  York.  N.  Y 

“ 1890 

F.  \V.  Vanderbilt I 

“ 1890.... 

W.  K.  Vanderbilt 1 “ 

“ 1890 

TT  AtcE  Twnmhlv I “ .. 

“ 1890  

John  i.  Blair 

Blairstown,  N.  J 

“ 1890 

A.  G.  Dulman 

New  York.  N.  Y 

‘ ‘ 1891 

David  P.  Kimball 

Boston.  Mass 

‘ • 1891 

Channcv  M.  Depew 

New'  York,  N.  Y 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Samuel  F'.  Barger 

“ 1891 

Albert  Keep 

Chicago,  111 

‘ ‘ 1891 

M L.  Svkes 

New  York,  N.  Y *. 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Horace  Williams 

■Clinton,  Iowa 

‘ ‘ 1892 

Fi  i^derick  L.  Ames 

i Boston,  Mass 

“ 1892 

John  M.  Burke 

iNew  York,  N.  Y.... 

“ 1892 

Marvin  Hughitt 

1 Chicago  .111 

“ 1892 

N.  K.  Fairbanks.. 

[ ^ ^ 

“ 1892 

1 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 


Location  of  Office. 


Chairman  of  the  Board 

President 

V ice-President, Secretary  and  Treasurer 
Assistant  Treasurers 

Chief  Engineer 

General  Counsel 

General  Attorney 

Comptroller 

Auditor 

General  ^lanager 

Traffic  Manager 

General  Passenger  Agent 

General  Ticket  Agent 

General  Freight  Agent 

General  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendents  in  Illinois.. 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

General  Baggage  Agent 

Land  Commissioner 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 


'Albert  Keep.  

I Marvin  Hughitt 

!M.  L.  Sykes 

iJ.  B.  Redlield 

Is.  O.  Howe 

J.  E.  Blunt 

jw.  C*.  Goudy 

jW.  B.Keep 

|i[.  M.  Kirkman 

IJ.  B.  Redfield 

;J.  M.  Whitman 

H.  C.  Wicker 

E.  P.  Wilson 

■W.  A.  Thrall 

H.  E.  McCullough 

iS.  Sanborn 

iC.  Murray  and  E.  J.  Cuyler.  

;G.  H.  T haver 

JN.  A.  Phillips 

!C.  E.  Simmons 

|J.  B.  Eedfield,  Assistant  Secretary. 


Chicago,  111. 


New  York,  N.  T. 

Chicago,  111 

New  York,  N.  Y. 
Chicago,  111 
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CHICAGO  & OHIO  EIVER  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

.Tohn  A.  Henry 

Chicago,  111 

May,  1890 

Wm.  G.  Beale 

“ 1890 

F,  D.  Tracy 

( b 

“ 1890 

Chaim cey  Kelsey 

“ 1891 

P.  E.  Hendricks,... 

‘ ‘ 1891 

B.  Schlesinger 

Boston,  Mass 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Austin  Corhin 

New  York.N.  Y 

“ 1892 

A.  N.  Parlin 

Boston, Mass 

“ 1892 

C.  W.  Fairbanks 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

“ 1892 

OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President 
Vice-President 

Austin  Corbin 

New  York,  N.Y  .... 

Boston,  Mass 

New  Y’^ork,  N,  Y 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

Kansas,  111 

A.  N.  Parlin 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

E.  R.  Reynolds 

Cashier 

W.  W.  Lynn 

General  Solicitor 

C.  W,  Fairbanks 

Auditor 

C.  B.  Lockwood 

General  Manager 

Traffic  Manager 

J,  D.  Livingston 

F.  N.  Boyer 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent  .. 
General  Superintendent 

H.  M.  Bronson 

Indianapolis , Ind 

Kansas,  111 

W.  A.  Bell 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

C.  E.  Achuff 

General  Baggage  Agent 

H.  M.  Bronson 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

CHICAGO,  BUELINGTON  & NOETHEflN  EAILEOAD 
COMPANY,  OF  WISCONSIN  AND  MINNESOTA. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Alexander  Cochrane 

Boston,  Mass 

June,  1890 

J.  Murray  Forbes 

b ( 

“ 1890.  

Francis  L.  Higginson 

i i 

“ 1890  . . 

W.  Powell  Mason 

( ; 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Edward  C.  Perkins 

( ; 

“ 1890 

A.  E.  Touzalin 

( i 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Charles  L.  Young 

“ 1890 
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OFFICEKS. 


Title. 

Name. 

1 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  Treasurer. 
President 

J.  Murray  Forbes 

Boston,  Mass 

A . F..  Tnuzaliu 

Vice-President .• 

George  B.  Harris 

St.  Paul,. Minn 

Secretary  

Cashier 

F.  B.  Beaumont 

Boston,  Mass 

Frank  Dabney 

St.  Paul.  Minn 

Chief  Engineer 

Counsel 

Auditor 

General  Freight  Agent 

S.  D.  Purdv 

Yonng  & Lightner 

La  Crosse,  Wis 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

J.  W.  Losey 

La  Crosse,  Wis 

N.  B.  Hinckley 

St.  Paul, Minn 

AV.  B.  Hamblin 

k 1 

General  Passenger  Agent 

W.  J.  C.  Kenyon 

( ( 

Superintendent 

Assistant  Superintendent 

J.  R.  Hastings 

•T.  C.  Howard  .... 

La  Crosse,  Wis 

Minneapolis,  Minn  .. 
La  Crosse,  Wis 

Chief  Dispatcher 

P.  H.  Houffh 

General  Baggage  Agent 

E . A. Sadd 

Chicapro.  Ill 

1 

CHICAGO,  BUELINGTON  & QUINCY  EAILEOAD  COM- 
PANY. 

OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

John  M.  Forbes 

Boston,  3Iass 

May,  1890 

“ 1890 

Richard  Olney 

t * 

Charles  J.  Paine 

( i 

‘ ‘ 1890 

John  L.  Gardner 

i i 

“ 1890 

Francis  W.  Hunnewell 

i 

“ 1890 

William  Endicott,  Jr 

“ 1890 

T.  Jefferson  Coolidse 

Manchester,  Mass 

“ 1890 

John  N.  A.  Griswold 

New  York,N.  Y 

“ 1890 

Peter  Geddes 

“ 1890 

Wirt  Dexter 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890 

Charles  E.  Perkins 

Burlino-ton.  Ta 

“ 1890 

1 

OFFICEKS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board 

John  M.  Forbes 

Boston,  Mass 

President 

Chas.  E.  Perkins  

Burlington,  la 

First  Vice-President 

James  C.  Peasley 

Chicago.  Ill 

Second  Vice-President 

Henry  B.  Stone 

Secretary  

T.  S.  Howland 

Boston,  Mass 

Treasurer 

James  C.  Peasley 

Chicago,  III 

Assistant  Treasurer 

E.  E.  Pratt 

Boston,  Mass 

Cashier 

F.  C.  Smith 

Chicaiio,  111 

Chief  Engineer 

Geo.  C.  Smith 

General  Solicitor 

Wirt  Dexter 

Comptroller  (acting)  

Wm.  J.  Ladd 

Boston,  Mass 

Auditor  (general) 

John  li.  Tiathrop 

Chicago,  111 

General  Manager 

E.  P.  Riplev 

General  Freight  .\gent 

Paul  Alorton 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 

General  Superint'^ndent 

Division  Superintendent 

1^.  S.  F.nstis 

J.  D.  Besler 

( ( 

Ij.  E.  Johnson 

Aurora,  111 

Division  Superintendent 

A.  F Hilton 

Galesburg,  111 

Superintendent  of  Illinois  Lines 

F.  C.  Rice  . . . .'  

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

W.  W.  Nichols 

Chicago,  III 

General  Baggage  .\gent 

E.  A.  Sadd 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock. 

H.  W.  Weiss 

^ ‘ 
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GALESBUEG  & KIO  EAILKOAD  COMPANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

.T.  Ti.  Tiflt.Tirop 

Chicago,  111 

1890 

Tj.  O.  Goddard 

1890 

.Tnlvn  T5.  (lolton 

Galesburg,  111 

1890 

P-  S.  Das'? 

Chicago,  111 

1891 

D.  E.  Francis 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

1891 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 


Name. 


Location  of  Oflace, 


President 

Secretary  and  Treasurer. 


JohnL.  Lathrop 
L.  O.  Goddard  . . 


Cliicago,  111. 


ILLINOIS  VALLEY  & NOETHEEN  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

A.  E.  Touzalin 

Colorado  Springs,  Col 

.Tune,  '1890 

J.  L.  Lathrop 

Chicago,  111 

‘l890 

H.  W.  Weiss 

“ 1890 

L.  0.  Goddard 

“ 1890 

J.  C.  Osgood 1 

New  York,  N.  Y 

* ‘ 1890 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Vice-President 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

J.  L.  Lathrop 

Chicago,  111 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Chicago,  111 

J.  C.  Osgood 

H.  W.  Weiss 
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ST.  LOUIS,  KOOK  ISLAND  & CHICAGO  EAILKOAD 

COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors, 

Post-Oflace  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

H.  W.  Weiss 

Chicago,  111 

1890 

C.  E.  Perkins 

Burlington,  la 

1890 

W.  Dexter 

Chicago,  111 

1890 

L.  0.  Goddard 

6 b 

1891 

J.  L.  Lathrop 

i ( 

1891 

J.  N.  A.  Griswold 

New  York,  N.  Y 

1892 

J.  C,  Peasley 

Chicago,  III 

1892 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name.  * 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Vice-President 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

J.  N.  A.  Griswold 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Chicago,  111 

J,  L.  Lathrop 

L.  0.  Goddard 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE  & ST.  PAUL  EAILWAY  CO. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Philip  D.  Armour 

Chicago.  Ill 

September,  1890 

Ancmst  Belmont,  Jr.. 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1890 

Frank  S.  Bond 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Hno-h  T.  Dickey 

(( 

“ 1890 

Peter  Geddes ‘ 

“ 1890 

Frederick  Layton 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

“ 1890 

George  C.  Magoun 

New  York,  N,  Y. 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Joseph  Milbank 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Boswell  Miller 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

“ 1890 

Wm.  Rockefeller 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1890 

Samuel  Spencer 

“ 1890 

,T.  Van  Sa.nt.voord 

( ( 

“ 1890 

J.  Hood  Wright 

‘ ‘ 1890 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Roswell  Miller 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Vice-President 

Frank  S.  Bond 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Secretary 

P.  M.  Myers 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Treasurer  

F.  G.  Ranney 

Assista.nt  Treasurer 

John  McNab 

( i 

Chief  Engineer 

D.  J,  Whittemore 

i i 

Genera.1  Counsel 

John  W.  Cary 

C b 

General  Solicitor 

J.T.  Fish 

“ !!!!! 

Comptroller 

E.  Q.  Sewall 
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Offi  cers — Con  tinned. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  office. 

-tTP.nprn.l  Anditnr  

J.  P.  Whaling 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

AssistfiTit  Anflitnr  

W.  N.  D.  Winne 

( ( 

•OpiiPTf).!  ATanao-pv.  

Roswell  Miller  

'F'rpio'ht,  Tra.ffip.  M an  appr 

A.  C.  Bird 

(•  i 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 

A.  V.  H.  Carpenter 

6 

(rPnpral  Snpprintpnrlent 

A.  J.  Earling 

fc  i 

Division  Sliperintendent’s 

Fifteen  in  Number 

Snpprintpnrlpnt  nf  Tplppraph  . 

U.  J.Fry 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

■rTPiipral  Ra.gp'agp  A(ypnt  

W.  D.  Carriek 

T.anrt  nnmmiHKinnpr..  

H.  G.  Ha.np'an 

CHICAGO,  EOCK  ISLAND  & PACIFIC  EAILW AY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Da.vifl  Dows  

New  York,  N.  Y 

June,  1891 

.Tas.  R.  CowinP' 

( b 

“ 1S90 

Siflnpy  Dillon 

“ 1891 

R.  P.  Flower 

i t 

“ 1892 

Benj.  Brewster 

‘ ‘ 1892 

H.  R,.  Bishop 

c i 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Henry  M.  Fla.gler 

“ 1892 

Hugh  Riddle 

Chicago,  111 

‘ ‘ 1891 

H.  H.  Porter 

“ 1890.... 

Marshall  Field 

‘ ‘ 1890 

John  De  Koven 

‘ ‘ 1890 

R.  R.  Cable 

Rock  Island,  III 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Geo.  Cr.  Wright 

Des  Moines,  la 

‘ ‘ 1892 

OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

R.  R.  Cable 

Chicae'o,  111 

Vice-President 

David  Dows 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Vice-President, 

W.  G.  Purdv 

CbicaP'O,  Til 

Assistant  to  President 

A.  Kimball. 

Davenport,  la 

Assistant  to  President 

H.  A.  Parker 

Chica.P'O,  Til 

Treasurer  and  Secretary 

W.  G.  Purdy 

Assistant  Treasurers  and  Assistant  1 

Jas.  R.  Cowing 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Secretaries f 

J.  F.  Phillips 

Chica.P'O,  111 

Assistant  Treasurer 

C.  F.  Gilson 

Topeka,  Kan 

General  Counsel 

Thos.  F.  Withrow 

Chica.po,  111 

General  Attorneys 

Thos.  S.  Wright 

M.  A Low 

Topeka,  I'Can , 

Auditor 

F.  W.  Porter.  

Chica.go,  Til. 

Cashier 

F.  E.  Havne 

General  Manager 

E.  St.  John 

( ( 

Traffic  Manager 

W.  M.  Sage 

( i 

General  Freight  Agent 

J.  M.  Johnson 

( ( 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent  . . 

John  Sebastian 

6 ( 

General  Superintendent 

H.  F.  Rovce 

( ( 

General  Superintendent 

W.  I.  Allen 

Topeka,  Kan 

Division  Superintendent 

H.  R.  Cha.mberlin 

Chicago,  111.. .’ 

Division  Superintendent 

John  Givin 

Des  Moines,  la 

Division  Superintendent 

C.  L.  Ewing 

Trenton,  Mo 

Division  Superintendent 

C.  N.  Gilmore 

Des  Moines,  Ta 

Division  Superintendent 

C.  Dunlap 

Horton,  TCan  

Division  Superintendent 

W.  J.  Lawrence 

Colorado  Springs,  Col 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

A.  R.  Swift 

Chicago,  111 

General  Baggage  Agent 

J.  D.  Mtfrston 

Land  Commissioner 

J.  L.  Drew 

Davenport.  la 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  o-f  stock. 

W.  G.  Purdy 

Chicago,  111 
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PEOEIA  & BUEEAU  VALLEY  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  .Address. 

President 

Jas.  R.  Cowing 

New  York,  N.  Y._.. 

Chicago,  111 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

J.  P.  Phillips » 

W.  A.  Nash 

Registrar  of  Stock 

Loftin  Love 

CHICAGO,  SANTA 


EE  & CALIFOENIA 
COMPANY. 


EAILWAY 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

W.  B.  Strong 

Chicago,  111 

May,  1890 

C.  L.  Hutchinson 

“ 1890 

Edson  Keith 

“ 1890 

J.  B.  Morrison 

Ft.  Malison,  la 

‘ ‘ 1891 

S.  A.  Kent 

Chicago.  Ill 

“ 1891 

Nelson  Morris 



‘ ‘ 1891 

W.  J.  Watson 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Abram  Poole 

( i 

‘ ‘ 1892 

B.  P.  Cheney 

Boston,  Mass 

‘ ‘ 1892 

0.  W.  Peabody 

“ 1892 

George  C.  Magoun 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1893 

J.  J . McCook 

“ 1893 

Norman  Williams 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1893 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 


Location  of  Office. 


Chairman  of  the  Board 

President 

Second  Vice-Pres.  and  Chief  Engineer. 

Third  Vice-President  and  Manager 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant  Treasurer 

Assistant  Secretary 

General  Solicitor 

Solicitor  for  Illinois 

Solicitor  for  Missouri 

Comptroller 

Auditor  (general) 

Auditor 

Traffic  Manager 

General  Freight  Agent 

Ass’t  General  Passenger  Agent 

General  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Assistant  Superintendent 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

General  Baggage  Agent 


Geo.  C.  Magoun  ... 

W.  B.  Strong 

A.  A.  Robinson.  . 

J.  P.  Goddard 

C.  S.  Sweet 

O.  L.  Gallup 

G.  L.  Goodwin  . . .. 
C.  S.  Tuckerman  .. 

Geo.  R.  Peck 

Norman  Williams. 
Gardiner  Latlirop. 
John  P.  Whitehead 
J.  W.  Reinhart 

C.  S.  Sutton 

W.  P.  White 

P.  C.  Gay 

J.  J.  Byrne 

D.  J.  Chase 

A.  H.  Crocker 

W.  P.  Moore 

C.  L.  Nichols 

C.  G.  Sholes 

P.  Walsh 


New  York,  N.  Y — 
Chicago,  111 


Boston, 


Topeka,  Kas 

Chicago,  111 

Kansas  City,  Mo. 
B(iston,  Mass 


Chicago,  111. 


Ft.  Madison,  la. 
Chicago,  111 
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ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  & SANTA  EE  BAIL  WAY  COMPANY, 

IN  CHICAGO. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

PT’Psidont,  

W.  B.  Strong 

Chicago,  111 

Vice-President 

Rprrfttfl.ry  . . , 

S.  B.  French 

C.  S.  Sweet 

Treasurer  . . , * 

D.  L.  Gallup 

‘ 

CHICAGO,  ST.  LOUIS  & PITTSBUBGH  EAILEOAD 

COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

G.  B.  Roberts 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

March,  1892 

J.  N.  McCulJough 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

“ 1892 

William  Thaw 

“ 1892 

Thos.  D.  Messier 

“ 1891 

James  McCrea 

“ 

“ 1893 

John  P.  Green ‘ 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

‘ ‘ 1891 

William  L.  Scott 

Erie,  Pa 

“ 1890 

J.  N.  Du  Barry 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

“ 1890 

Alfred  L.  Dennis 

Newark,  N.  J 

“ 1893 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Geo.  B.  Roberts 

Philadelphia,  Pa — 
Pittsburgh,  Pa 

First  Vice-President 

J.  N.  McCitllough 

Second  Vice-President 

William  Thaw 

A.  J.  V ww;  K..'  ^ J.  J-W.  ••••  •• 

Third  Vice-President 

Thos.  D.  Messier 

( ( 

Fourth  Vice-President 

James  McCrea 

; ( 

Treasurer  

John  E.  Davidson 

Assistant  Treasurer 

M.  C.  Spencer 

( ( 

Secretary  

Chief  Engineer 

S.  B.  Liggett 

M.  J.  Becker 

6 i 
i i 

General  Counsel 

J.  T.  Brooke 

i i 

Assistant  Counsel 

J.  J.  Brooks 

i i 

Comptroller 

Thos.  D.  Messier 

< i 

Assistant  Comptroller 

John  W.  Ronner 

Auditor  Freight  Receipts 

A.  McElvey 

i 6 

Auditor  Passenger  Receipts 

Auditor  Disbursements 

J.  P.  Farley 

U 

•Tas.  Instan 

4 4 

General  Manager 

James  McCrea 

4 4 

General  Sup’t  of  Transportation 

Jos.  Wood 

4 4 

Purchasing  Agent 

Wm.  Mullins 

4 4 

General  Freight  Agent 

Wm.  Stewart 

4 4 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
General  Superintendent...., 

E.  A.  Ford 

44 

J.  F.  Millor  

Columbus,  Ohio 

Division  Superintendent 

C.  M.  Bennett 

Indianapolis,  Ind... 
Logansport,  Ind 

Division  Superintendent 

Chas.  Watts 

Division  Superintendent 

H.  I.  Miller 

Richmond,  Ind 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

E.  C.  Bradley. . ./ 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

General  Baggage  Agent 

R.  R.  Bentley  / 
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CHICAGO,  ST.  PAUL  & KANSAS  CITY  EAILWAY 

COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

A.  B.  Stickney 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

September,  1889 

Wm.  Lewis  Boyle 

New  York,N.  Y 

‘ ‘ 1889 

Ansel  Oppenheim 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

“ 1889 

Arnold  Kalman 

“ 1889 

!Sam.  C.  Stickney 

fc  t * . 

“ 1889 

Wm.  Dawson,  Jr 

‘ ‘ 1889 

C.  W.  Benson 

“ 1889 

OFFICEKS. 


Title. ' 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

A.  B.  Stickney 

St.  Paul, Minn 

Vice-President 

Wm.  Lewis  Bovle 

New  York,N.  Y 

Secretary  

M.  C.  Woodruff 

Des  Moines,  la 

Treasurer  

W.  B. Bond 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

Chief  Engineer 

H Fernstrom 

General  Solicitors 

Lusk  & Bunn 

( ( 

Auditor 

M.  C.  llealion 

( ( 

General  Manager 

John  M.  Egan 

( ( 

General  Freight  Agent 

P.  C.  Stohr 

Chicago,  111 

Assistant  General  Freight  Agent 

T.  A.  Whitmore 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 

W.  R.  Busenbark 

( ( 

General  Superintendent 

C.  Shields 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

Division  Superintendent 

Geo.  C.  McMichael 

Des  Moines,  la 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

W.  B.  Scott 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

General  Baggage  Agent 

John  Colley 

Chicago, 111  

Claim  Agent 

M.  D.  Flower 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

CINCINNATI,  INDIANAPOLIS,  ST.  LOUIS  & CHICAGO 
KAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

M.  E.  Ingalls 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

E.  F.  Osborn 

B.  F.  Evans 

i ( 

Wm.  M.  Greene 

( ( 

R.  R.  Cable 

Chicago,  111 

E.  T.  Jefferv 

John  C.  Tucker 

fc  i 

0.  B.  Bush 

Sheldon,  111 

T.  P.  Bonfield 

Kankakee,  III 
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OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Oflice. 

I 

PrfifildpTil  

M.  E.  Ingalls 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Seci’etary 

J.  C.  Davis 

Trea surer  

E.  F.  Osborn 

‘ ‘ !"!* 

Chief  Engineer 

frenernl  Mfl.nflger  ...  

T.  0.  Morris 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

W.  M.  Greene 

Trn.ffie.  Manager  

0.  G.  Murray 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
Superintendent  

John  Egan 

( t 

G.  W.  Bender 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

Superintendent  of  Telep^raph 

M.  H.  Cook 

CINCINNATI,  LAFAYETTE  & CHICAGO  EAILEOAD 

COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

4 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

M.  E.  Ingalls 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

EAST  ST.  LOUIS  & CAEONDELET  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Thos.  D.  Messier 

Pittsburp'h,  Pa 

Febrnarv.  1890 

J.  N.  McCullough 

1890 

W.  K.  McKeen 

Terre  Haute,  Ind 

1890 

Edgar  Eeynolds 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

1890 

C,  D.  Holies 

Greenville,  111 

1890  

Abram  McNeill 

1890 

C. H.  Seybt 

Highland,  111 

k k 

1890 

J.  S.  Peers  

Collinsville,  111 

( k 

1890 

A.  S.  Wilderman 

Belleville, 111 

k ( 

1890 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

• 

President 

Tbos.  D.  Mfts.sler 

Pitt.eibnrgh,  Pa  . 

Secretary 

S.  B.  Tiifrgett 

Treasurer  

John  E.  Da.vidsnn  . . 

k k 

Cashier 

Geo.  K Thoma.s. 

East  St.  Louis, 111  . .. 

St.  Louis, Mo 

East  St.  Louis,  111  . .. 

Superintendent 

Joseph  Hill •. 

Assistant  Superintendent 

Geo.  K.  Thomas 
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EAST  ST.  LOUIS  CONNECTING  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Oflice  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

•Tnhn  Sr.nllin  

St.  Louis,  Mo 

January,  1890 

Alonzo  R.  Church 

“ 1890 

TTenry  Sackmann 

East  St.  Louis,  111 

“ 1890 

Charles  W.  Thomas 

Belleville,  111 

“ 1890 

Henry  W.  Cays 

St.  Louis.  Mo 

“ 1890 

Wm.  C.  Wilson  

East  St.  Louis,  111 

“ 1890 

Chas.  A.  Haines 

“ 1890 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

John  Scnllin 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Vice-President 

Alonzo  E.  Church 

i ( 

Secretary  

S.  C.  Church 

( ( 

Treasurer 

Henry  L.  Clark 

i i 

Chief  Engineer 

Isaac  A.  Smith 

General  Manager 

H.  W.  Gays 

it 

Agent 

R.  N.  Bothner 

East  St.  Louis,  111.. 

Superintendent... 

Chas.  A.  Haines 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

S.  C.  Church 

i t 

ELGIN,  JOLIET  & EASTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

R.  J.  Cross 

New  York,  N.  Y 

April  1890 

John  Crerar 

Chicago,  111 '. 

“ ’ 1890 

A.  J.  Leith 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1890 

F.  E.  Worcester 

Chicago,  111 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Norman  Williams, 

“ 1891 

Samuel  Spencer 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1891 

J.  Hood  Wright 

“ 1891 

A.  J,  Caton 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1892 

Arthur  D.  Wheeler 

“ 1892 

Chas.  S.  Holt 

“ 1892 

Chas  H.  Coster 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1892 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Samuel  Speueer. 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 

Vice-President 

Norman  Williams, . .. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

F.  E.  Worcester .• 

Chiea^n,  Til 

Cashier • 

F.  D.  Raymond 

Chief  Engineer 

L.  B.  Jackson 

( ( 

General  Solicitor 

Arthur  D.  VVheeler  .... 

t i 

Auditor 

F.  W.  Suttonf 

t i 

Traffic  3Ianager 

Henry  J.  Page 

it 

Superintendent 

Geo.  0.  Clinton 

Joliet  Til 
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GAEDNEE,  COAL  CITY  & NOETHEEN  EAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Preeident 

Samuel  Spencer.... 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 
Cnicas^o,  111 

Vice-President 

Norman  Williams 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

P.  E.  Worcester 

« 

FULTON  COUNTY  NAEEOW  GAUGE  EAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

T.  C.  Worley 

Lewistown,  111 

1892  

.T.  A.  G-ray 

1891 

A.  C.  Atherton 

1891 

Moses  Turner 

t ( 

1890 

Henry  Phelps 

( ( 

1889 

.To.  D.  Temple 

Li 

1889 

D.  J.  Thayer 

Chariton,  Iowa 

1892 

T.  M.  Stuart 

1892 

S.  H.  Mallory  

i L 

1890 

Jos.  Braden 

i L 

1890 

A.  Mallory  

Creston,  Iowa 

1889 

E.  A.  Temple 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 

1891 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

S.  H.  Mallorv 

Chariton,  Iowa 

Vice-President ! 

Henrv  Phelps 

Lewistown,  111 

Secretary 

D.  J.  Thayer 

Chariton,  Iowa 

Treasurer 

P.  K.  Crocker 

Auditor 

Jo.  D.  Temple 

TifiwistOwn,  ni  

General  Manager 

S.  H.  Mallory . . .. 

Cha.ritnn,  Iowa 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent . . 
General  Superintendent 

A.  C.  Atherton 

Lewistown,  111 

A.  C.  Atherton 

E.  E.-6 


FULTON  COUNTY  EXTENSION  KAIL  WAY  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title, 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

S.  H.  Mallory 1 

Chariton,  la 

Vice-President  and  Secretary 

D.  J.  Thayer 

( 6 

Treasurer 

F.  E.  Crocker 

GRAND  TOWER  & CARBONDALE  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

E.  A.  Hitchcock 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

O.  L.  Garrison 

.1.  D.  Peters 

Murphysboro,  111 

W.  W.  Barr : 

Carbondale,  111 

B.  B.  Browning 

Grand  Tower,  111 

OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

E.  A.  Hitchcock 

St.  Louie,  Mo 

Vice-President  and  Treasurer 

0.  L.  Garrison 

General  Solicitor 

W.  W.  Barr 

Carbondale,  111 

Superintendent  and  Secretary 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

J.  D.  Peters 

Murphysboro,  111 

ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

His  Excellency,  Joseph  W.  Fifer,  Ex- 
Officio,  Governor  of  Illinois 

Oliver  Harriman 

New  York,  N.  Y 

March,  1890 

Geo.  Bliss 

“ 1890 

Chas.  M.  DaCosta 

“ 1890 

Stayvesant  Fish 

^ 1 

“ 1891 

Edw.  H.  Harriman 

i,  i 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Wm.  Waldorf  Astor 

i i 

“ 1891 

Sidney  Webster 

( ( 

“ 1892 

Robert  Goelet 

i.i 

‘ ‘ 1892 

S.  Van  Rensselaer  Cruger 

(( 

‘ ‘ 1892 

B.  F.  Ayer 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1893 

Walther  Luttgen  

New  York,  N.  Y 

‘ 1893  

John  W.  Anchiiicloss 

‘ ‘ 1893  
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OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Stuyvesant  Fish 

New  York,  N.  Y 

A.  G.  Hack  staff 

6 i 

Henry  UeWolf 

Chicago,  111 

Assistant  Treasurer 

E.  T.“H.  Gibson 

New  York,  N.  Y 

rihipf  Rnpinpfir  

L.  T.  Moore 

Chicago,  111 

TTpripral  Snlir.itnr  

B.  F.  Ayer 

a 

(Tftnpra.l  Auditor  

J.  C.  Welling 

i i 

(•ienera.l  Maria, o-pr  

E.  T.  Jeffery ; 

i 6 

'rra,ffip.  Manager 

T.  J.  Hudson 

i i 

General  Freight  Agent 

Horace  Tucker 

i i. 

Gpnpra.l  Pa.sRpncrpr  Agent  

A.  H.  Hanson 

4 4 

Genera,!  Superintendent 

C.  A.  Beck 

Superintendent  Illinois  Tiines 

A.  W.  Sullivan 

(4 

Division  Superintendent 

J,  C.  Russ 

Cairo,  111 

Division  Superintendent 

J.  C.  dacobs 

Ambov,  111 

Division  Superintendent 

Wm.  Wilkinson 

Sprinirfield,  111 

Division  Superintendent 

H.  L.  Frisbee 

Pontiac,  111 

Division  Superintendent 

E.  G.  Russell 

Rockford,  III 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph  .... 

C.  S.  Jones.. 

Chicago,  111 

Superintendent  of  Ma,e.Tiinery  

H.  Schlacks 

4 i ’ 

General  Baggage  Agent 

H.  A.  Winter . 

( ( 

Land  Commissioner 

L.  P.  Morehouse 

4 4 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

John  Dunn,  Assistant  Secretary 

. 

CHICAGO,  HAVANA  & WESTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Stuyvesant  Fish 

New  York,  N.  Y .... 

4 4 

Chicago,  111 

Vice-President 

E.  H.  Harriman 

Secretary 

W.  G.  Bruen 

Treasurer 

H.  DeWolf 

General  Atiditor 

J.  C.  Welling 

i 4 

CHICAGO,  MADISON  A NORTHERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Stuyvesant  Fish. . 

New  Vorkj  N Y" 

Vice-President 

E.  H.  Harriman  .... 

Secretary 

W.  G.  Bruen 

ChfeacrOj  Til  . 

Treasurer  . . . ." 

H.  DeWolf 

General  Auditor  

J.  C.  Welling 

“ 

CHICAGO  & 8PEINGFIELD  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Oflice  Address. 

President 

Stuyvesant  Fish 

New  York,N.  Y 

Vice-President 

E.  H.  Harriman 

Secretary 

W.  G.  Bruen 

Chicago,  111 

Treasurer 

H.  DeWolf 

General  Auditor 

J.  C.  Welling 

‘ ‘ 

KANKAKEE  & SOUTH WESTEEN  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-OflS.ce  Address. 

President 

Stuyvesant  Fish 

New  York,  N.  Y .... 

Vice-President 

E.  H.  Harriman 

Secretary : 

W.  G.  Bruen 

Chicao^o,  111 

Treasurer 

H.  DeWolf 

General  Auditor 

J.  C.  Welling 

( i 

EANTOUL  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Stuvvesant  Fish : . . . 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Vice-President 

E.  H.  Harriman 

Secretary 

W.  G.  Bruen 

Chicago,  111 

'Preasurer  

H.  DeWolf 

General  Auditor  

J.  C.  Welling 

“ J 

ST.  CHAELES  AIE  LINE. 


OFFICEES. 

Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Acting  General  Superintendent 

Train  Master 

C.  A.  Beck 

Chicago,  111 

H.  R.  Hopkins 

SOUTH  CHICAGO  EAILKOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Stuvvesant  Fish 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 
Chicae'o,  111 

Vice-President 

E.  H.  Harriman 

Secretary 

W G.  Bruen 

Treasurer  

H.  DeWolf 

Auditor 

J.  C.  Welling 

INDIANA  & ILLINOIS  SOUTHERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

W.  H.  Alley 

Chicago,  111 

June,  1892  

P.  H.  Blue 

Sullivan,  Ind 

“ 1890  

M.  B.  Wilson 

‘ ‘ 1890  

O.  B.  Harris 

‘ ‘ 1891  

John  L.  Stockton 

‘ ‘ 1892  

John  B.  Lvon 

Chicago,  111 

‘ ‘ 1890  

H.  H.  Gardner 

‘ ‘ 1891  

John  S.  Cooper 

i i 

“ 1892  

Henry  F.  Mills 

Boston,  Mass 

“ 1891  

OFFICEES. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Vice-President 

Secretary  

Treasurer  

Consulting  Engineer 

General  Solicitor 

Assistant  Solicitor 

Auditor 

General  Manager 

General  Freight,  Passenger  and  Ticket 

Agent 

Train  Master 

Eoad  Master 

Master  Mechanic 


W.  H.  Alley 

John  B.  Lyon 

P.  H.  Blue 

M.  B.  Wilson 

A.  B.  Fitch 

John  S.  Cooper.., 

John  T.  Hays 

C.  R.  Hinkle 

P.  H.  Blue 

F.  E.  Basler 

W.  R.  Battenfield 
J ames  Hoskins . . , 
M.  E.  Hotchkiss  . 


Chicago,  III 

Sullivan,  Ind 

Terre  Haute,  Hid 

Chicago,  111 

Sullivan,  Ind 


Palestine,  Ill.\ 


INDIANAPOLIS,  DECATUE  & WESTERN  RAILWAY 

COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address.  | 

John  D.  Probst 

Englewood,  N.  J 

November,  1889 

Hiram  Hitchcock 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1889 

Henry  B.  Hammond 

i ( 

“ 1890 

Horace  L.  Hotchkiss 

“ 1889 

Stephen  H.  Thayer 

4 ( 

“ 1891 

Chas.’C.  Allen; 

4 ( 

“ 1889 

Thos.  B.  Atkins 

fc  ( 

‘ ‘ 1891 

John  K.  Warren 

Decatur,  111 

“ 1891 

JE.  F.  Leonard 

Peoria,  111 

“ 1890 

“ 1890 

John  R.  Elder 

Indianapol  is , Ind 

Robt.  B.  F.  Pierce 

“ 1890 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name.  * 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Henry  B.  Hammond 

New  York,  N.  Y.  .. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Thos.  B.  Atkins 

General  Solicitor 

Robt.  B.  F.  Pierce 

Indianapolis,  Ind... 

Auditor 

J.  V.  McNeal ; 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent  . . 
Superintendent 

John  S.  Lazarus 

( ( 

L.  A.  Bo5'd 

4 4 

General  Baggage  Agent 

John  S.  Lazarus 

(4 

INDIANA,  ILLINOIS  & IOWA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

F.  M.  Drake 

Centerville,  la 

January,  1890 

Geo.  H.  Holt 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1890.  . 

O.W.  Spies  

“ 1890 

“ ' 1890 

H.  M.  Curtis 

4 4 

J.  D.  Harvev 

Chicago,  111 

‘ ‘ 1890 

T.  P.  Shonts 

Kankakee,  111 

“ 1890 

C.  H.  Smith 

4 4 

“ 1890 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

F.  M.  Drake 

Kankakee,  111 

Vice-President 

Geo.  II.  Holt 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Kankakee,  111 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Chief  Engineer 

J.  H.  Drake 

W.  K.  Woodruff 

General  Solicitor 

H.  K.  Wheeler 

fc  4 

Auditor 

4 4 

General  Manager 

T.  P.  Shonts 

44 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
Superintendent 

R.  M.  Rogers,  Jr 

C.  11.  Smith 

4 4 
4 4 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

4 4 
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IOWA  CENTEAL  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 

Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

A.  B.  Stickney 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

Sent.ember.  1889 

G.  E.  Taintor 

New  York,  N.  Y 

1889 

Russell  Sage 

1889  ..  . 

vE.  E.  Chase 

1889 

Hy.  A.  Gardner 

Chicago,  111 

1889  

R.  D.  McFadon 

1889 

W.  A.  Sampson 

i k 

1889 

R.  E.  Beebe 

4 i 

1889 

Ed.  F.  Lawrence 

( fc 

1889 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

PreKident 

A.  B.  Stickney 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

Vice-President 

Russell  Sage 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Secrelarv  

Geo.  R.  Morse 

i b 

Treasurer 

W L Boyle 

i i 

Local  Treasurer 

Seth  Zug 

Marshalltown,  la 

Chief  Engineer  

Geo.  A.  Pruden 

( i 

General  Solicitor 

Anthony  C.  Daly 

Auditor 

E.  S.  Benson 

General  Manager 

C.  H.  .Ackert 

4 i ! ! !! 

General  Freight,  Passenger  and  Ticket 

Agent 

A.  F.  Banks 

‘ ^ .... 

Superin  Ten  (tent  

J.  H.  Redmon 

4 4 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

G.  N.  Gish 

“ .... 

KANKAKEE  & SENECA  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

T.  P Ronfield  

Kankakee,  111 

E.  F Oshnrne  

Cincinnati,  0 

M . F 1 n of<i  1 1 s 

R.  R.  Cable  

Chicago,  111 

W.  G.  Purdy  

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

T.  P.  Bonfield 

Kankakee,  111 

Socrotary 

,T  R.  Davie  

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Treasurer  

E.  F.  Osborn 

Other  officers  the  same  as  the  Cincinnati,  Indianapolis,  St.  Louis  & Chicago  Railway  Co. 
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LAKE  EEIE  & WESTEEN  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

C.  S.  Brice 

New  York,  N.  Y .' 

October,  1889 

C.  R.  Cummings 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1889 

Geo.  F.  Stone 

New  York, N.Y 

“ 1889 • 

Samuel  Thomas 

“ 1890 

John  G.  Moore 

‘ ‘ 1890 

John  B.  Cohrs 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1890 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Geo.  P.  Baker  

New  York,  N.  Y 

Edward  'Tuck 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Nelson  Robinson 

“ 1891 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President. 

Calvin  S.  Brice 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 

Vice-President 

Nelson  Robinson 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

L.  M,  Schwan 

( ( 

Assistant  Treasurer 

A.  D.  Thomas.. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.... 

Chief  Engineer 

General  Attorney 

T.  H.  PeiTV 

W.  E.  Hackedorn 

Auditor 

W.  A.  Wildhack 

( b 

General  Manae'er 

Geo.  Tj.  Bradbury 

b b 

Traffic  Manager 

H.  C.  Parker 

( ( 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
General  Superintendent 

R.  F.  Brydon 

D.  S.  Hill 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph  and  Mas- 
ter of  Transportation 

0.  W.  Bell 

General  Baggage  Agent 

R.  F.  Brydon 

£ ( 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

A.  0.  Beebe 

( ( 

✓ 

LAKE  SHOEE  & MICHIGAN  SOUTHEEN  EAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Wm.  K.  Vanderbilt 

New  York,  N.  Y 

May,  1891 

Cornelius  Va.nderbilt 

“ 1890 

P.  W.  Vanderbilt 

it, 

“ 1892 

Samuel  P.  Ra,r<rer 

fc  b 

“ 1891 

.John  Fi.  Burriil 

i ( 

“ 1892 

Darius  O.  Mills  ...  

i £ 

“ 1890 

Edwin  D.  Worcester 

i b 

“ 1892 

Wm.  Tk.  Scott  

Erie,  Pa 

“ 1890 

Cha.R  T\I.  "Reed 

‘ ‘ 1891 

Ra.sselas  Brown 

Warren,  Pa 

“ 1890 

John  Newell 

Cleveland,  O 

“ 1892 

Jeptha  H.  Wade 

“ 1891 

.John  T)e  Koven 

Chicago,  111 

“ 1892 
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OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

r!h airman  of  the  Roarrl 

Wm.  K.  Vanderbilt 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Presiflent  and  fJeneral  Manager 

John  Newell 

Cleveland,  0 

Viee-President 

Edwin  D.  Worcester 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Seereta.ry  and  Treasurer 

Edwin  D.  Worcester 

Asfiist.a.nt,  Treasurer 

Dwight  W.  Pardee 

TiOea.l  Trea, surer 

Nicholas  Bartlett 

Cleveland,  0 

Chief  "Flnp'ineer 

G.  H.  Kimball 

Genera.l  Cnnnsel 

Geo.  C.  Green 

i i 

Assistant  Counsel 

0 G.  Getzendanner 

i ( 

Auditor  

C.  P.  Leland 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent . . 

A.  J.  Smith 

General  Superintendent 

Phineas  P.  Wright 

Pivision  Superintendent 

A.  G.  Amsden 

Chicago,  111 

Ass’t  General  Superintendent 

W.  H.  Canniff 

Cleveland,  0 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

Wm.  Kline 

Toledo,  O 

General  Baggage  Agent 

John  L.  Freeman 

Cleveland,  0 

LOUISVILLE  & ST.  LOUIS  BAIL  WAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

W’^m.  Elliott 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

October,  1889 

“ 1889 

A.  E.  Ayers 

Jacksonville,  111 

Marcus  Hook 

“ 1889 

M.  P.  Ayers 

“ 1890 

W.  S.  Hook 

‘ ‘ 1890 

OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

W.  S.  Hook 

Jacksonville,  111 

Secretary 

Treasurer  and  Auditor 

!VI.  P.  Avers 

Marcus  Hook 

General  Solicitor 

Isaac  L.  Morrison 

b i 

General  Passenger  Agent 

W.  W.  Kent 

k ( 

Superintendent 

FI.  S.  Greenleaf 

t fc 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock. 

M.  E.  Avers 

(b 

/ 
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LOUISVILLE,  EVANSVILLE  & ST.  LOUIS  CONSOLIDATED 
EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

D.  J,  Mackey 

Evansville,  Ind 

1 

1 

Elected  annually 
1 for  one  year,  or  un- 
rtil  successors  are 
elected  and  quali- 
fied. 

Wm.  Heilman 

C.  C.  Baldwin 

New  York,  N.  Y 

■Jas.  Stillman 

Bluford  Wilson 

Springfield,  111 

Thos.  W.  Scott ’ 

Fairfield,  111 

E.  O.  Hopkins 

Peoria,  111 ' 

E.  H.  Wanglin 

Belleville,  111 

*G.  A.  Koerner 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

D.  J.  Macke V ^ 

Evansville,  Ind 

Vice-President 

C.  C.  Baldwin. T. 

New  York,  N.  Y .... 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

W.  J .Lewis 

Evansville,  Ind 

Chief  Engineer 

Theo.  L.  Dunn 

New  Albany,  Ind.,.. 
Louisville,  Ky 

( b 

'General  Counsel 

Alex.  P.  Humphrey 

Assistant  Attorney 

las.  Lewis  

Auditor 

Jno.  J.  Collier 

4 4 

General  Manager 

Geo.  F.  Ev^ans 

( ( 

Purchasing  Agent 

W.  H.  Folsom 

4 4 

Traffic  Manager 

G.  J.  Grammer 

Evansville,  Ind 

General  Freight  Agent 

L.  S.  Parsons 

Louisville,  Ky 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
Master  of  Transportation 

J.  S.  Odiorne 

Geo.  K.  Lowell 

New  Albany,  Ind 

Huntingburg,  Ind  . . . 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

Master  Mechanic i. 

Geo  K.  Lowell  

W.  A.  Stone 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

J.  S.  Miller 

LOUISVILLE,  NEW  ALBANY  & CHICAGO  EAILWAY 

COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

John  Jacob  Astor 

New  York,  N.  Y 

March,  1890 

Samuel  Sloan 

4 4 

“ 1890 

R.  G.  Rolston 

4 4 

“ 1890 

James  Roosevelt 

4 4 

“ 1890 

Wm.  Dowd 

4 4 

“ 1890 

Elihu  Root 

4 4 

“ 1890 

H.  H.  Cook 

4 4 

“ 1890 

Joel  B.  Erhardt 

4 4 

“ 1890 

Robert  R.  Hitt 

Mt  Morris,  111 

“ 1890 

Columbus  R.  Cummings 

Chicago,  III 

“ 1890 

John  B.  Carson 

‘ ‘ 1890 

J.  M.  Felter 

Louisville,  Kv 

“ 1890 

Geo.  F.  Postlethwaite 

London,  Eng 

“ 1890 
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OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President ' 

Wm.  Dowd 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Vice  President  and  General  Manager., 

John  B.  Carson 

Chicago,  111 

Spr'TPta.ry  and  1'rea surer 

W.  fl.  Lewis 

Assistant  Treasurer 

John  A.  Hilton 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Ghief  Rno-ineer 

Ferdinand  Hall 

Chicago,  111 

General  Snlieitor 

E.  C.  Field 

Assistant  Solicitor 

C.  C.  Matson 

Greencastle,  tnd 

Auditor 

Jos.  H.  Craig 

Chicago,  111 

Traffic,  Man  ne'er 

W.  H.  McDoel 

General  Freight  Aeent 

R.  M.  Arnold 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent,. 

James  Barker 

( ( 

General  Superintendent 

W.  R.  Woodard 

Superintendent  of  Transportation 

E.  L.  Ryder 

Lafayette,  Ind 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

F.  G.  McCurdy 

Chicago,  111 

Genera.l  Pa.o-ga.ee  Agent 

James  Barker 

MICHIGAN  CENTEAL  EAILKOAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

C.  Vanderbilt 

New  Y"ork,  N.  Y 

May,  1R90 

W.  K.  Vanderbilt 

“ 1890 

E.  D.  Worcester 

i i 

“ 1890 

S.  F.  Barger 

( i 

‘ ‘ 1890 

C.  M.  Depew 

i i 

“ 1890 

W.  L.  Scott 

Erie,  Pa 

‘ ‘ 1890 

H.  B.  Ledyard 

Detroit,  Mich 

“ 1890 

Ashley  Pond 

“ 1890 

F.  S.  ^Tiiston. 

Chicago,  111 

• ‘ 1890 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board 

|c.  Vanderbilt 

New  York,  N.  Y" 

President  and  General  Manager 

H.  B.  Ledvard 

Detroit,  Mich 

Vice-President  and  Secretary 

E.  D.  Worcester 

New  ITork,  N.  Y 

Treasurer 

Henry  Pratt 

Cashier 

J.  E.  Griffiths 

Detroit,  Mich 

Chief  Engineer  * 

J.  D Hawks 

General  Counsel 

Ashley  Pond 

( ( 

General  Attorney i 

Henry  Russell 

( ; 

Auditor 

1).  A.  Waterman 

( i 

General  Freight  Agent 

A.  Mackav 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent. . 

0.  W.  Rugo'les 

Chicago,  Hi 

General  Superintendent 

E.  C.  Brown 

Detroit,  Mich  

Assistant  General  Superintendent 

Robert  Miller 

Division  Superintendent 

D.  S.  Sutherland 

Division  Superintendent 

W.  A.  Vaughan ; 

Bay  City,  Mich 

Division  Superintendent 

C.  B.  Bush 

Jackson.  Mich 

Division  Superintendent 

K.  H.  Ilommedieu 

Chicago, 111 

Division  Superintendent 

J.  B.  Morford 

St.  riiomas*  Ont 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

E.  E.  Tor  rev 

Detroit,  Mich 

General  Baggage  Agent 

H.  P.  Bearing 

Chicago,  111 
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JOLIET  & NOETHEEN  INDIANA  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

PreRident 

C.  Vanderbilt 

New  \’"ork,  N.  Y 

Vice-President 

H.  B.  Ledyard 

Detroit,  Mich 

Secretary  

E.  D.  Worcester 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Treasurer 

Henry  Pratt 

U 

MOBILE  & OHIO  EAILEOAD. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

V ice-President 

J.  C.  Clarke 

Mobile,  Ala 

J ames  H Fay 

New  York,  N.  Y 

General  Solicitor 

E.  L.  Russell 

Mobile,  Ala 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Henry  Tacou 

General  Auditor 

R.  V.  Taylor 

General  Manager 

Division  Superintendents -j 

Traffic  Manager 

J.  C.  Clarke 

( ( 

D.  McLaren 

Charles  Hamilton 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

H.  S.  DePew 

General  Freight  Agent 

•T.  T.  Poe 

General  Passenger  Agent 

G.  W.  King '.... 

Mobile,  Ala 

Purchasing  Agent 

R.  H.  Duesbury 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

R.  McKenzie 

Jackson,  Tenn.  i 

Master  Mechanic ; 

ST.  LOUIS  & CAIRO  EAILEOAD. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

J.  A,  Horsey , 

New  York,  N.  Y 

C.  Hamilton 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

F.  Brass  

Cairo,  111 ' 

S.  C.  Jirdd 

Chicago,  111 

C.  W.  Scbaap 

Akron,  Ohio 

J.  C.  Edwards 

Waterloo,  111 

Thomas  T.ogau  

[Murphysboro,  111 

Gabriel  Morton 

New  York,N.  Y 

Win.  Ritchie 

Chicago,  111 
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OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

J.  A.  Horsev 

New  Yorlc.  N.  Y 

Vice-President 

Charles  Hamilton 

St.  Louis, Mo 

Secretary ; 

Wm.  Ritchie 

Chicap’o,  Til 

Treasurer  

J.  A.  Horsey 

New  York,  N.  Y 

NEW  YOEK,  CHICAGO  & ST.  LOUIS  KAILEOAD 
COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Wm.  K.  Vanderbilt 

New  York,  N.  Y 

May,  1890.... 

Cornelius  Vanderbilt 

“ 1890 

Fred.  W.  Vanderbilt 

L ( 

“ 1890 

H.  McK.  Twombly 

“ 1890 

John  S.  Kennedy 

“ 1890 

James  A.  Roosevelt 

6 ( 

“ 1890 

Fred.  P.  Olcott 

( ( 

1890 

Chauncev  M.  Depew 

6 b 

“ 1890 

Allvn  Cox 

4 4 

“ 1890 

D.  W.  Caldwell 

Cleveland,  Ohio 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Jeptha  H.  Wade 

“ 1890 

Charles  M.  Reed 

Erie,  Pa 

“ 1890 

Frank  A.  Mizener 

4 4 ’ 

“ 1890 

T 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Roa.rd. 

Wm.  K.  Va.nderhilt 

New  York,  N.  Y-.... 

President 

D.  W.  Caldwell 

Cleveland,  Ohio 

Secretary  and  Treasurer.  . . 

Allyn  Cox 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 

Assistant  Treasurer  

H Hammersley 

Cleveland,  Ohio 

General  Counsel 

Samuel  E.  Williamson 

i 4 

Assistant  General  Counsel 

Wm.  B.  Bolton 

4 4 

Auditor 

James  P.  Curry 

4 4 

Purchasing  Agent 

M.  M.  Rodgers 

Genera,!  Prei,o’ht  Agent  

|G.  B.  Spri.o'.o's 

4 4 

General  Passenger  Agent 

B.  F.  Horner 

4 4 

General  Superintendent 

Lewis  Williams 

4 4 

Division  Superintendent 

A.  W.  Johnston 

4 4 

Division  Superintendent 

C.D.  Gorham 

Ft.  Wayne,  Ind 

Superintendent  of  Motive  Power. 

Jno.  Mackenzie 

Cleveland,  Ohio 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

Geo.  T.  Williams 

Car  Accountant 

J.  M.  Daly 

“ .... 
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CHICAGO  & STATE  LINE  KAILKOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

John  Newell 

Chicago,  111 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Plinv  B.  Smith ! 

OHIO  & MISSISSIPPI  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OKGANlZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

A.  Gracie  King 

New  York,  N.  Y 

October, 

1889 

Geo.  C.Magonn 

1889 

Chas.  K.  Flint 

i ; 

i ( 

1889 

B.  S.  Cunningham 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

( ( 

1889 

J.  F.  Barnard 

i i 

1890 

William  Libbey 

New  York,  N.  Y 

i i 

1890 

Geo.  F.  Crane.'. 

1890  

Pobert  Garrett 

Baltimore,  Md 

b ( 

1891 

Jas'.  H.  Smith 

New  York,  N.  Y 

i w 

1891 

Efiwards  Whitaker 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

( ( 

1891 

F.  W.  Tracy 

Springfield,  111 

b t 

1892 

Geo.  S.  Morison 

Chicago,  111 

b & 

1892 

F.  P.  Dimpfel 

New  York.N.  Y : 

b b 

1892 

OFFICEKS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President  and  General  Manager 

J.  F.  Barnard 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Secretary 

Edw,.  p.  Cutter 

Treasurer 

Robert  Reid 

Chief  Engineer 

C.  C.  Chandler 

( ( 

General  Solicitors 

Ramsev  & Maxwell 

( ( 

Auditor 

Edw.  1^.  Cutter 

( ( 

General  Freight  Agent 

Win.  Duncan 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent  . . 

W.  B.  Shattuc ' 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Superintendent 

C.  C.  F.  Bent  

1 ( 

Assistant  Superintendent 

C.  M.  Stanton 

Springfield,  111 

Superintendent  of  Telegrajih 

A.  Havward 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

General  Baggage  Agent 

W.  I.  Robinson 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

F.  W.  Tracy 

Springfield,  111 

OHIO,  INDIANA  & WESTEKN  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Austin  "Corbin 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Septemher,"  1889 

C.  W.  Fairbanks 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

“ "1889 

C.  E.  Henderson 

“ 1889..  .. 

John  A.  Glover 

Lrbana,  111 

‘ ‘ 1889" 

J.  B.  Mann 

Danville, 111 

“ 1889 

E.  L.  Stewart 

‘ ‘ 1889 

WTll  Beckwith 

b ( 

‘ ‘ 1889 
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OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President. 

Secretary  

Treasurer  

• 

AuPtin  Corbin 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

i ( 
i ( 

Springfield,  Ohio . . . . 
Indianapolis, Tnd 

J.  I).  Campbell 

F.  W.  Dunton 

Cash  ier 

W.  W.  Lynn 

Chief  TCuyineer 

M.  M.  Defrees 

General  Solicitor 

C.  W.  Fairbanks 

Auditor 

C.  B.  Lockivood 

General  Manager 

C.  E.  Henderson 

General  Freight  Agent 

Ford  Woods 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
Geuera.l  Rnperiutendent 

H.  M.  Bronson 

I.  H. Wilson 

T)iviaiou  Ruperiutenderit 

W.  H.  Van  Tassell 

Superiutpufieut  of  Telepraph 

I.  H.  Wilson 

General  Bae'gage  Agent 

H.  M.  Bronson 

Purchasing  Aaent 

Hunter  Gunnell 

PENNSYLVANIA  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Geo.  B.  Roberts 

Philadelphia,  Pa.... 

First  Vice-President 

J.  N.  McCullough 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

Second  Vice-President 

Wm.  Thaw 

Third  Vice-President 

Thomas  D.  Messier 

Fourth  Vice-President 

.Ta.mea  McCrea, 

Secretary 

( 1 

Assistant  Secretary 

S.  W.  White 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

Treasurer  

.Tohn  E.  Davidson 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

Consulting  Engineer 

F.  Slataper 

Chief  Engineer 

Thomas  Rodd 

4 4 

General  Counsel 

J.  T.  Brooks 

4 4 

Assistant  Counsel 

J.  J.  Brooks 

4 4 

Comptroller 

Thomas  D.  Messier 

4 4 

Assistant  Comptroller 

John  W Renner 

44 

Auditor  Freight  Receipts 

A.  McElvev 

4 4 

Auditor  Passenger  Receipts 

J.  P.  Farley 

4 4 

Auditor  Disbursements 

James  Instan  

44 

General  Manager 

James  McCrea 

44 

Purchasing  Agent 

William  Mullins 

4 4 

General  Freight  Agent 

William  Stewart 

4 4 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent. .. 

E.  A.  Ford 

4 4 

General  Superintendent 

E.  B.  Taylor 

4 4 

Division  Superintendent 

A.  B.  Starr 

4 4 

Division  Superintendent 

C.  D.  Law 

Ft.  Wayne,  Ind 

General  Sup’t  of  Transportation 

Joseph  Wood 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

E.  C.  Bradley 

General  Baggage  Agent 

R.  R.  Bentley 

1 i 

PITTSBDEGH,  FT.  WAYNE  & CHICAGO  BAIL  WAY 

COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

TjonisH.  Meyer  

New  York,  N.  Y.... 

Secretary  and  Treasnrer 

John  J.  Haley 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

V 


SOUTH  CHICAGO  & SOUTHEKN  KAILROAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name, 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Thomas  D.  Messier 

Pittsburgh  j Pa.  . . 

Secretary 

Treasurer  

S.  B.  Liggett 

John  E.  Davidson 

PEOEIA  & PEKIN  UNION  KAIL  WAY  COMPANY. 


OEGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

A.  L.  Hopkins 

New  York,  N.  Y 

March,  1890 

Austin  Corbin 

“ 1890 

D.  J.  Mackey 

Evansville,  Ind 

“ 1890 

W.  S.  Hook 

Jacksonville,  111 

“ 1890 

H.  W.  Maxwell...., 

New  lifork,  N.  Y 

“ 1891 

.John  T.  Terry 

i i 

“ 1891 

James  F.  How 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

“ 1891 

W.  D.  Ewing 

Evansville,  Ind 

“ 1891 

Henry  Graves 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1892 

O.  D.  Ashley 

“ 1892 

Solon  Humphreys 

( ; 

“ 1892 

H.  Clark 

£ i 

“ 1892 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

A.  L.  Hopkins 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 

Vice-President 

Henry  Graves 

i i 

Secretary  and  Treasurer* 

H.  K.  Pinkney 

Peoria,  111 

Chief  Engineer 

T.  B.  Burnett 

£ £ 

Accountant 

T.  T.  Dwight 

fc  £ 

Traffic  Manager ) 

£ £ 

General  Passenger  Agent V 

T.  R.  Burnett 

General  Ticket  Agent j 

(£ 

General  Superintendent 

T.  B.  Burnett 

Assistant  Superintendent 

F.  B.  Ogden 

£ £ 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

J.  H.  Morrison 

£ £ 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock. 

H.  K.  Pinkney 

“ 

PEORIA,  DECATUR  & EVANSVILLE  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

D.  .T.  Macke V 

Evansville,  Ind 

October,  1890 

Wm.  Heilman 

“ 1890 

C.  C.  Baldwin.... 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1890 

H.  J.  Nichols 

“ 1891 

J.  H.  Mooney 

‘ ‘ 1891 

R.  A.  Gambrill 

4 & 

‘ ‘ 1891 

J.  M.  DeVeau 

4 ( 

“ 1892 

Heman  Clafk 

i 4 

“ 1892 

Arnold  Kummer 

4 4 

“ 1892 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

D.  J.  Mackey 

E vansvil  le,  Ind ...... 

Vice-President 

Wm.  Heilman 

4 4 

Secretary 

R.  A.  Gambrill 

New  York,  N.  Y .... 

Treasurer 

W.  J.  Lewis 

Evansville,  Ind 

Assistant  Secretary 

W.  J.  Lewis 

Chief  Engineer 

T.  A.  Allen 

4 4 

General  Solicitor 

J.  S.  Stevens 

Peoria,  111 

Auditor 

E.  B.  Cooke 

Evansville,  Ind 

General  Manao’er 

W.  D.  Ewing 

Traffic  Manager 

G.  J.  Grammar 

44 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
Master  of  Transportation  and  Superin- 
tendent of  Telegraph 

E.  0.  Hopkins 

Peoria.  Ill 

N.  B.  Patterson 

Mattoon,  111 

General  Baggage  Agent 

E.  0.  Hopkins 

Peoria,  111 ;.. .. 

ROCK  ISLAND  & PEORIA  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

R.  R.  Cable 

Chicago,  111 

June,  1890  

H.  H.  Porter 

“ 1891  

Thos.  F.  Withrow 

4 4 

‘ ‘ 1891  

H.  B.  Sudlow  

Rock  Island,  111 

‘ ‘ 18'.^0  

David  Dows 

New  York,  N.  Y 

“ 1891  

A.  Kimball 

Davenport,  la 

“ 1891  

G.  W.  Cable 

“ 1890  

r 
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OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

K.E.  Cable 

Chicago,  111 

Vice-President 

A.  Kimball 

Davenport,  la 

Rock  Island,  111 

4 4 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

H.  B.  Sudlow 

Cashier  , ; 

Ralph  Slaymakpr 

Auditor 

H.  C Whitridge 

(4 

General  Freight,  Passenger  and  Ticket 
Agent 

Rob’t  Stockhouse 

4^ 

General  Superintendent 

H.  B.  Sudlow 

4 4 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

H.  P.  Greenough 

44 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

H.  B.  Sudlow 

* ^ 

SOUTHEAST  & ST.  LOUIS  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OBGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

M.  H.  Smith 

Louisville,  Ky 

November,  1890 

J.  M.  Hamill 

Belleville,  111 

“ 1889 

A.  S.  Wilderman 

“ 1889 

Tiyttlfitnn  Cooke 

Louis’t^ille,  Ky 

“ 1889 

J.  A.  Lindsay 

East  St.  Louis,  111  

“ 1890 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

M.  H.  Smith 

Louisville,  Ky 

Secretary  

J.  H.  Ellis 

Treasurer  

W.  W.  Thompson 

44 

Comptroller 

C.  Quarrier 

4 4 

General  Manager 

Traffic  Manager 

General  Preight  Agent 

J.  G.  Metcalfe 

S.  R.  Knott 

4 4 

Lee  Howell 

Evansville,  Ind 

General  Superintendent 

Donald  Allen 

Assistant  Superintendent 

E.  H.  Mann 

44 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

J.  A.  Lindsay 

East  St.  Louis,  111. .. 

ST.  LOUIS,  ALTON  & SPKINGFIELU  KAILEOAD  COM- 
PANY. 


OBGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Tielns  R Haynes.  

St.  Louis,  Mo 

June,  1890 

H A Fisher.  

Springfield,  111 

*■  1890 

I. mils  C Haynes  . ..  

“ 1890  

•Tnseph  Hirlrsnn  

4 4 

“ 1890 

n F Cnllins  

St.  Louis,  Mo 

‘ ‘ 1890 
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OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  OfiJte. 

President 

Delos  R.  Haynes 

Springfield,  111 

Vice-President 

C.  F.  Collins 

Secretary 

L.  C.  Haynes 

( 6 

Cashier 

P.  A.  Harriott 

i ( 

Chief  Engineer 

H.  C.  Swift 

k 6 

General  Solicitor 

Joseph  Dickson 

Auditor 

W.  H.  Bird 

i i 

General  Manager  

H.  A.  Fisher 

( i 

General  Freight  Agent 

F.  E.  Fisher 

ST.  LOUIS,  ALTON  & TEKKE  HAUTE  EAILKOAD  COM- 
PANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

W.  Bayard  Cutting 

New  York,  N.  Y 

June,  1890 

Geo.  Foster  Peabody 

( i 

‘ ‘ 1890 

Edwin  H.  Litchfield 

( ( 

“ 1890 

Wm.  A..  Wheelock 

( ( 

“ 1890 

Schuyler  L.  Parsons 

( ( 

“ 1890 

Geo.  W.  Parker 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

“ 1891 

F.  M.  Youngblood 

Carbondale,  111 

“ 1891 

Eli  Wiley 

Charleston,  111 

“ 1891 

W.  K.  Murphy 

Pinckney ville,  111 

‘ ‘ 1891 

James  A.  Eads 

Paris,  111 

“ 1892 

Henry  H.  Beach 

Litchfield,  111 

‘ ‘ 1892 

Levi  Davis 

Alton,  111 

“ 1892 

Edward  Abend 

Belleville,  111 

“ 1892 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board 

Geo.  Foster  Peabodv 

Nftw  York,  N.  Y 

President 

Geo.  W.  Parker 

St.  TiOnifl,  Mn 

Secretary 

E.  F.  Leonard 

SpriTKyfifild  Til 

Treasurer  . . . .' 

Geo.  W.  Parker 

St.  FjoniSjMo 

Cashier 

Henrv  T.  Nash 

Auditor 

Henrv  T.  Nash 

b i 

General  Manager 

Geo.  W.  Parker. 

i ( 

General  Freight,  Passenger  and  Ticket 

Agent 

Superintendent 

B.  F.  Blue 

W.  S.  Wilson 

( ( 

Superintenaent  of  Telegraph 

W.  S.  WTlson 

& ( 

General  Baggage  Agent 

B.  F.  Blue 

( ( 
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BELLEVILLE  & CAEONDELET  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

M.  T.  Stookey 

Belleville,  111 

Secretary 

E.  F.  Leonard 

Springfield,  111 

BELLEVILLE  & ELDOEADO  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

E.  F.  Leonard 

Springfield,  111 

Vice-President 

W.  E.  Ward 

Benton,  111 

Secretary 

Henry  T.  Nash 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Treasurer  

R.  Fulton  Cutting 

New  York,  N.  Y 

BELLEVILLE  & SOUTHEEN  ILLINOIS  EAILEOAD  COM- 
PANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Thomas  Denny 

New  York,  N.  Y.I.. 
Springfield,  111 

Secretary 

E.  F.  Leonard 

Treasurer  

J.  K.  Gahen 

New  York,  N.  Y 

CHICAGO,  ST.  LOUIS  & PADUCAH  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEES. 


Title.  • 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Wm.  K.  Murphv 

Pinckney ville,  111 .. . 
St.  Louis,  Mo 

Secretary 

and  Treasurer 

Henry  T.  Nash 
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ST.  LOUIS  SOUTHEEN  EAILROAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

E.  C.  Dawes 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

Vice-President 

C.  W.  Fairbanks 

Indianapolis,  Ind  . . . 
Springfield,  111 

Secretary 

C.  H.  Bosworth • 

Treasurer 

J.  E.  McGettigan 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

CARBONDALE  & SHAWNEETOWN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Secretary 

J.  E.  McGettigan 

Indianapolis, Ind 

Springfield,  111 

C.  H.  Bosworth 

ST.  LOUIS  BRIDGE  & TUNNEL  RAILROAD. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Cashier 

FredC.  Daal 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Chief  Engineer 

H.  P.  Taussig 

General  Solicitor 

S.  M.  Breckenridge 

Auditor 

James  Hanna 

i ( 

General  Manager 

Wm.  Taussig 

( fr 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent.. 
General  Superintendent 

V.  W.  Fisher 

1 ( 

L.  G.  Thompson 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

L.  A.  Chenery 

TERMINAL  RAILROAD  OF  EAST  ST.  LOUIS. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Geo.  J.  Gould f 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

New  York,N.  Y 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Vice-President 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Assistant  Treasurer 

S.  H.  H.  Clark i 

A.  H.  Calep 

James  Hanna 
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UNION  EAILWAY  & TEANSIT  COMPANY  OF  ILLINOIS. 


OFFICEKS. 


Title. 

Name.. 

Post  Office  Address. 

President 

Grfto.  J.  Gould 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Vice-President 

S.  H.  H.  Clark 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

A.  H.  Calep 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Assistant  Treasurer 

James  Hanna 

St.  Louis.  Mo 

ST.  LOUIS  & CHICAGO  EAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OFFIOEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Receiver 

R.  J.  Cavett 

Springfield,  111 

General  Solicitor 

C.  W.  Fairbanks 

Indianapolis , Ind .... 
Springfield,  111 

Auditor 

C.  H.  Rosworth 

General  Manager 

R.  J.  Cavett 

General  Freight  and  Passenger  Agent. 

C.  H.  Bosworth 

TEEEE  HAUTE  & INDIANAPOLIS  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors.  . 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

William  R.  McKeen 

Terre  Haute,  Ind 

January,  1890 

Josephus  Collett 

“ 1890 

D.  W.  Winshall 

“ 1890 

Henrv  Ross 

( i 

“ 1890 

Geo.  F.  Farrington 

4 4 

“ 1890 

Herman  Hnlina.n 

4 4 

“ 1890 

John  (t.  Williams 7 

4 k 

“ 1890 
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OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Presidftnt  nnrl  freneral  Manager 

William  R.  McKeen 

Terre  Haute,  Ind.... 

Vice-President 

John  G.  Williams 

Secretary  

Geo.  E.  Farrington 

£ £ 

Treasurer 

J.  W.  Cruft 

£ £ 

■Ohief  Flnp'ineer 

A.  J.  Gibbons 

( £ 

■fxeneral  Counsel 

John  G.  Williams 

£ £ 

Auditor  

W.  S.  Roney 

. £ 

Assistant  General  Manager 

Jos.  Hill 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

General  Freight  Agent 

H.  W.  Hibbard 

General  Passenger  Agent 

E.  A.  Ford 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

Ass't  General  Passenger  Agents j- 

J.  M.  Chesbrough 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

H.  R.  Dering 

Indianapolis,  Ind.. .. 

Terre  Haute,  Ind 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Superintendent  of  Transportation 

Assistant  Superintendent 

N.  K.  Elliott 

E.  R.  Darion 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

R.  B.  Woolsey 

Terre  Haute,  Ind.... 

General  Baggage  Agent 

R.  R.  Bentley 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

8T.  LOUIS,  YANDALIA  & TEERE  HAUTE  RAILROAD  COM« 

PANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President 

Thos.  D.  Messier 

Pittsburgh,  Pa 

Secretary 

Treasurer  

S.  B.  Liggett 

John  E.  Davidson 

£ £ 

Assistant  Secretary 

C.  D.  Hoiles 

Greenville,  111 

TERRE  HAUTE  k PEORIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address,  f , 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

G.  W.  Fairbanks 

Indianapolis,  Ind 

January,  1891 

D.  H.  Conklin 

Decatur,  Til . 

“ 1891 

W.  G.  Beale 

Chicago.  Ill 

‘ ‘ 1891 

C.  0.  Chestnut 

Paris,  111 

“ 1890 ' 

J.  W.  Bunn 

Springfield,  111 

• ‘ 1890 
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OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Chairman  of  the  Board  and  President. 
Vice-President  and  General  Manager.. 
Secretary  

C.  W.  Fairbanks  

Indianapolis,  Ind..., 
Decatur,  111 

D.  H.  Conklin 

A.  Stevens 

Treasurer 

D.  H.  Conklin 



Cashier 

E.  A.  West 

Auditor 

W.  M.  Strange 

i fc 

General  Freight,  Passenger  and  Ticket 
Agent 

A.  Stevens. 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

D.  H.  Conklin  

TOLEDO,  PEOEIA  & WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

William  Hill 

Warsaw,  111 

1890 

John  W.  Bunn 

Springfield,  111 

1890 

E.  D.  IJsner. 

Peoria,  111 

1890 

Charles  Moran 

New  York,  N.  Y 

1891 

Cornelius  B.  Gold 

4 4 

1891 

Wm.  H.  Gebhard 

4 4 

1891 

Joel  E.  Fisher 

4 4 

1892 

E.  N.  Armstrong 

Peoria,  111 

1892 

E.  F.  Leonard 

1892 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President  and  General  Manager 

E.  F.  Leonard 

Peoria,  111 

Vice-President 

E.  N.  Armstrong 

Secretarv 

E.  D.  Usner 

4 4 

Treasurer 

E.  F.  Leonard 

4 4 

Genera]  Solicitor 

W.  S Horton 

44 

Auditor 

E.  D.  Usner 

Paymaster 

Theo.  Higbie 

4 4 

General  Freight,  Passenger  and  Ticket 
Agent 

H.  D.  Gould 

4 4 

Assistant  General  Freight  Agent 

Daniel  Mowat 

4 4 

General  Superintendent 

E.  N.  Armstrong 

4 4 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

C.  B.  Plautz 

General  Baggage  A pent 

H.  D.  Gould 

4 4 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock. 

E.  D.  Usner 

4 4 
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TOLEDO,  ST.  LOUIS  & KANSAS  CITY  EAILEOAD  COM- 
PANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

riharlfis  "F’.  Tap" 

Hoboken,  N.  J 

1890 

Joseph  S.  Stout 

New  York.N.  Y 

1890 

Sarrmel  K.  Wilfioti  

Ironton,  N.  J 

1890 

Clinton  W.  Sweet 

New  York,  N.Y.. 

1890 

Sainnel  T?..  Ca.Ila.way  

Toledo,  Ohio 

1891 

Clarence  "Brown  

1891 

•John  C.  Havemeyer 

Yonkers.  N.  Y 

1891 

"FTenry  A.  "Nea.l 

Charleston,  111 

1891 

"R.oh’t  (t.  Tngersoll 

New  York,  N.  Y 

1892 

.Tames  M.  Qiiipfley 

1892 

W.  Howard  Gilder 

1892 

Francis  Tj.  T?,iiaa 

1892 

William  T?,.  Patton 

Charleston,  111 

1892 

s ^ . 

OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President  and  General  Manager 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

S.  R.  Callaway 

Toledo,  Ohio 

Isaac  W.  White 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Chief  Engineer 

A.  L.  Mills 

Toledo,  Ohio 

General  Solicitor 

Clarence  Brown 

Auditor 

D.  D.  Davis 

( ( 

General  Freight  Agent 

W.  S.  Weed 

i i 

General  Passenger  Agent 

C.  C.  Jenkins 

( ( 

Master  of  Transportation 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

C.  N.  Pratt 1 

Frankfort,  Ind 

N.  McKinnon 

Toledo,  Ohio 

Paymaster 

M.  L.  Crowell 

Chief  Surgeon •. 

S.  S.  Thorne 

“ 

TV  ABASH,  CHESTEE  & WESTEEN  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

Nathan  Cole 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

March,  1891 

Edwin  Harrison 

“ 1890 

C.  B.  Cole 

Chester,  111 

“ 1892 

H.  C.  Cole 

‘ ‘ 1892 

J.  C.  Bryden 

Carbondale,  111 

“ 1890 
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OFFICEES. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President ; 

Nathan  Cole 

St.  Louie,  Mo 

Vice-President  and  Treasurer 

C.  B.  Cole 

Chester,  111 

Secretary  

H.  C.  Cole 

i i 

Auditor 

C.  E.  Kingsbury j%. 

( i 

Manager 

General  Passenger,  Freight  and  Ticket 
Agent 

C.  B.  Cole 

i k 

C.  E.  Kingsbury 

k k 

Superintendent .’ 

Agent  in  Illinois,  for  transfer  of  stock 

J.  R.  Hawkins 

k t 

H.  C.  Cole 

n 

WABASH,  ST.  LOUIS  & PACIFIC  KAILWAY  COMPANY. 


OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

Receiver 

John  McNulta. 

Chicago,  111 

Secretary  to  Receiver 

D.  W.  Rider 

Treasurer » 

W.  B.  Cornea.n 

ik 

Engineer  (Resident) 

C.  Hansel 

Springfield,  111 

General  Counsel. . .t*. 

Isham.  Lincoln  & Beale 

Chicago,  111 

Auditor 

Morris  Trumbull 

General  Freight  Agent 

S.  B.  Knight 

Assistant  General  Freight  Agent 

F.  H.  Tibbitts 

( ( 

General  Passenger  Agent 

S.  W.  Snow 

i k 

Assistant  General  Passenger  Agent... 

A.  D.  Dwelle 

4 i 

General  Superintendent •. 

H.  K.  Wade 

k k 

Ass’t  General  Superintendent 

G.  W . Stevens 

Decatur,  111 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

G.  C.  Kinsman 

General  Baggage  Agent 

N.  B.  Lasier 

Chicago,  111 

Superintendent  Car  Department. ...... 

M.  M.  Martin 

Decatur,  111 

Supt  Motive  Power  and  Machinery. .. 

J.  B.  Barnes 

Springfield,  111 

WABASH  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 


ORGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Date 

of  Expiration 
of  Term. 

O.  D.  Ashley 

New  York.  N.  Y 

March.  1890 

Edgar  T.  Welles 

Hartford,  (jonn 

i k 

1890 

Thos.  H.  Hubbard 

New  York,  N.  Y 

k k 

1890 

Effingham  H.  Nichols 

ik 

1890 

Cyrus  J.  Lawrence.  ..  

k k 

i i 

1890 

James  P.  How 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

kk 

1890 

P.  B.  WyckofE 

New  Kork,  N.  Y 

kk 

1890 

H.  K.  McHarg 

t k 

1890.  

Chas.  M.  Hays 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

k k 

1890 

Ill 


OFFICEKS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

0.  D.  Ashley 

New  York,  N.  Y 

"V^ice-President 

Edgar  T.  Welles 

Vice-President 

James  F.  How 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Secretary 

J.  C.  Otterson 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Treasurer 

James  F.  How 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

Assistant  Treasurer 

F.  L.  O’Leary 

4 6 

Chief  Engineer 

W.  S.  Lincoln 

i 4 

Genera]  Solicitor 

W.  H.  lilodgett 

44 

Assistant  Solicitor 

H.  S.  Priest 

44 

Auditor 

D.  B.  Howard 

( 4 

General  Manager 

Chas.  M.  Hays 

4 4 

General  Freight  Agent 

M.  Knight 

4 4 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent  . . 

F.  Chandler 

4 4 

Division  Superintendent 

H.  L.  Mae'ee 

Kansas  City,  Mo.... 

Division  Superintendent 

J.  S.  Goodrich 

Chicago,  111 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

G.  C.  Kinsman 

Decatur,  111 

General  Baggage  Ap'ent 

S.  Overholt 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

WISCONSIN  CENTKAL  COMPANY. 


OKGANIZATION. 


Names  of  Directors. 

Post-Office  Address. 

Chas.  L Colby 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Edwin  H.  Abbot 

Cambridge,  Mass 

David  S.  Wegg 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Frederick  Abbot 

S.  R.  Ainslie 

4 4 

T.  J.  Hvmaii 

4 4 

H.  C.  Barlow 

4 4 

F.  N.  Finney 

44 

Howard  Morris 

( i 

■C.  H.  Ropes 

New  York.  N.  Y 

Colgate  Hovt 

4 4 

OFFICERS. 


Title. 

Name. 

Location  of  Office. 

President 

Chas.  L.  Colby 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

First  Vice-President 

Edwin  H.  Abbot 

Cambridge,  Mass.... 
Milwaukee,  Wis 

Second  Vice-President 

I).  S.  Wegg 

Secretary 

E.  H.  Abbot 

Cambridge,  Mass.... 
Milwa.ukee,  Wis. 

Treasurer 

Chas.  Tv.  Colby 

Assistant  Treasurer 

Frederick  Abbot 

Cashier 

R.  W.  Maguire 

44 

Chief  Engineer 

F.  W.  Fratt 

4 4 

General  Solicitor 

D.  S.  Wep'g • 

4 4 

Assistant  Solicitor 

Howard  Morris 

4 4 

Comptroller. 

Frederick  Abbot 

4 4 

Auditor 

T.  J.  Hvman 

4 4 

General  Manager..! 

W.  S.  Mellen 

4 4 

Traffic  Manager 

H.  C.  Barlow 

4 4 

General  Passenger  and  Ticket  Agent . . 
General  Superintendent 

Louis  Eckstein 

4 4 

G.  Campbell 

44 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

T.  C.  Clifford 

Chicago,  111 

C.  O.  Wheeler 

Stevens  Point,  Wis.. 
St.  Paul,  Minn 

A.  R.  Horn 

CHICi\GO  & WISCONSIN  EAILKOAD  COMPANY. 


OFFICEKS. 

Title. 

Name. 

Post-Office  Address. 

President  and  Treasurer 

Chae.  L.  Colby 

Milwaukee,  Wis 

Vice-President  and  Secretary 

Edwin  H Ab^t 
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LIST  OF  EAILROADS  INCORPORATED  FOR  YEAR  END- 
ING JUNE  30,  1889. 


The  Chicago,  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City  & Galveston  Railway  Co. 
From  Chicago,  111.,  to  a point  in  Pike  county,  on  the  Mississippi 
river  opposite  Hannibal,  Mo.,  and  from  there  to  Quincy,  111. 
Office,  Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $10,000,000.  Directors,  Robert 
E.  Fowler,  F.  E.  Hinckley,  E.  F.  Hanse,  E.  H.  Fudge  and  Jos. 
Lathrop,  all  of  Chicago,  111.  Filed  July  5,  1888. 

The  Chicago,  Mattoon  & Cairo  Railroad  Co.  From  Chicago, 
111.,  to  Cairo,  111.  Office,  Mattoon,  111.  Capital  stock,  $35,000. 
Directors,  T.  A.  Allen,  Frank  Kern,  John  W.  Stubbins,  Jas.  H. 
Clark,  J.  C.  Glenn,  J.  W.  Shrader  and  John  F.  Scott,  all  of 
Mattoon,  111.  Filed  July  5,  1888. 

DePew,  Ladd  & Eastern  Railroad  Co.  From  DePew,  in  Bureau 
county.  111.,  to  a point  between  LaSalle  and  Mendota  on  the  Illi- 
nois Central  Railroad.  Branches,  from  a convenient  point  on  the 
main  line  to  Spring  Yalley,  111.  From  a point  on  main  line  to 
Loceyville,  111.  Office,  Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $30,000.  Di- 
rectors, A.  L.  Sweet,  Chicago,  111.;  G.  S.  House,  Joliet,  111.;  E.  A. 
Lemmon,  Chicago,  111.;  T.  B.  Corey,  Braidwood,  HI,  and  W.  S. 
Cherry,  Streator,  111.  Filed  July  16,  1888. 

The  Mt.  Olive  Coal  Railroad  Co.  From  Litchfield,  111.,  to  Mt. 
Olive,  111.  Office,  Springfield,  111.  Capital  stock,  $100,000.  Di- 
rectors, A.  C.  Grubb,  A.  F.  Jeffries,  A.  T.  Alvey,  A.  M.  Wing 
and  J.  W.  McDaniel,  all  of  Springfield,  111.  Filed  August  18, 
1888. 

St.  Louis  & Chicago  Railway  Co.  To  run  from  Litchfield,  111., 
to  East  St.  Louis.  Location  of  principal  business  office.  Spring- 
field,  111.  Capital  stock,  $2,000,000.  Directors,  L.  S.  Graves,  W. 
T.  Witmer,  A.  J.  Mooreshead,  W.  O.  Browning  and  L.  L.  Chap- 
man. Filed  September  12,  1888. 

Pawnee  Railroad  Co.  From  Roodhouse,  111.,  to  Sullivan,  HI., 
through  the  counties  of  Greene,  Morgan,  Sangamon,  Christian, 
Shelby  and  Moultrie.  Office,  Pawnee,  111.  Capital  stock,  $100,000. 
Directors,  Jacob  M.  Stark,  C.  E.  Clayton,  Columbus  White,  John 
White  and  Henry  R.  Davis.  Filed  September  25,  1888. 
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Hornville  & DuQuoin  Eailway  Co.  From  Hornville,  in  Perry 
county,  to  connect  with  the  Illinois  Central  Kailroad  in  said 
county.  Office,  DuQuoin,  111.  Capital  stock,  $5,000.  Directors, 
Frank  Horn,  Thomas  Horn,  Frank  Ketler,  M.  Laxon  and  Wm. 
Jeremiah.  Filed  September  29,  1888. 

Perry  & Maysville  Bailroad  Co.  From  Maysville,  in  Pike' 
county,  to  Perry  in  the  same  county.  Office,  Perry,  111.  Capital 
stock,  $75,000.  Directors,  A.  Hinman,  Alex.  Dorsey,  John  Shasted,. 
Jas.  H.  Harrison  and  G.  W.  With  am,  all  of  Perry,  111.  Filed 
October  18,  1888. 

East  Chicago,  Kensington  & Lemont  Eailway  Co.  From  the 
Indiana  State  line  in  the  town  of  Thornton,  through  Cook  and 
Will  counties  to  a point  in  the  Kankakee  river  between  Kankakee 
and  Grundy  counties.  Office,  Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $2,000,000. 
Directors,  Wm.  M.  Wilson,  Wm.  J.  Stapleton,  E.  Parmelee 
Prentice,  E.  A.  Bryan  and  Frank  C.  Smith,  all  of  Chicago,  III. 
Filed  October  22,  1888. 

Chicago  Union  Transfer  Eailway  Co.  1.  From  a point  near- 
Bloom,  in  Cook  county,  to  the  village  of  Summit;  thence  to  the- 
north  line  of  Cook  county  at  or  near  Lake  Michigan.  2.  From 
Spalding,  in  Cook  county,  southeasterly  to  a point  of  intersection 
by  the  first  named  line  in  the  town  of  Lyons,  thence  easterly  to 
a point  on  the  Chicago  & Western  Indiana  Bail  road  at  or  near 
Forty-ninth  and  Wallace  streets  in  the  Town  of  Lake.  3.  From 
a point  of  intersection  with  what  was  formerly  known  as  the  Chi- 
cago, St.  Louis  & Western  Eailroad  in  or  near  section  28,  easterly 
to  Lake  Michigan.  4.  From  a point  on  the  second  line  at  or- 
near  the  northeast  corner  of  section  16,  in  the  Town  of  Lyons, 
southerly  to  a connection  with  the  first  named  line.  5.  From  a 
point  on  last  named  line  between  second  and  third  lines,  easterly 
to  Lake  Michigan.  Office,  Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $2,000,000. 
Directors,  Andrew  Crawford,  Lake  View,  111.;  Jas.  A.  Eeeve,  Chi- 
cago, 111.;  Thos.  H.  Trumbull,  Chicago,  111.;  Arthur  N.  Sullivan,. 
South  Evanston,  111.,  and  Park  E.  Simmons,  Chicago,  111.  Filed 
November  1,  1888. 

The  Toledo,  Indianapolis  & St.  Louis  Eailway  Co.  of  Illinois.. 
From  Merom,  Crawford  county.  111.,  westwardly  through  the  coun- 
ties of  Crawford,  Jasper,  Effingham,  Clay,  Fayette,  Marion,  Bond,. 
Clinton,  Madison  and  St.  Clair,  to  East  St.  Louis.  Also,  a line 
from  some  point  in  Crawford  county  southwesterly  through  the 
counties  of  Crawford,  Jasper,  Eichland,  Clay,  Wayne,  Marion, 
Jefferson,  Washington,  Perry  and  Eandolph,  to  Chester,  111.  Office,. 
Eobinson,  111.  Capital  stock,  $5,600,000.  Directors,  A.  Dale  Owen, 
Orrville,  Ohio;  John  C.  Spray,  Salida,  Col.;  S.  S.  Burt,  Chicago,. 
111.;  Louis  H.  Ayme,  Dunging,  111.,  and  Jonathan  Owen,  Onarga,. 
111.  Filed  December  3,  1888. 

Grand  Tower  & Cape  Girardeau  Eailroad  Co.  From  Grand: 
Tower,  Jackson  county,  to  a point  on  the  Mississippi  river  in 
Alexander  county  opposite  the  city  of  Cape  Girardeau,  in  Missouri., 
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Office,  Grand  Tower,  111.  Capital  stock,  $500,000.  Directors,  Ei. 
A.  Hitchcock,  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  T.  E.  Wheeler,  Cape  Girardeau,. 
Mo.;  W.  W.  Barr,  Carbondale,  111.;  J.  D.  Peters,  Carbondale,  111., 
and  B.  B.  Brownlee,  Grand  Tower,  111.  Piled  January  3,  1889. 

Danville,  Chicago  & Northwestern  Eailroad  Co.  From  Danville, 

llk,  northwesterly  to  the  north  boundary  line  of  the  State  of  Illi- 
nois through  the  counties  of  Yermilion,  Champaign,  Iroquois, 
Ford,  Livingston,  LaSalle,  Lee,  Ogle  and  Stephenson.  Office, 
Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $1,500,000.  Directors,  John  McNulta, 
Bloomington,  111.;  Kirtland  H.  Wade,  Chicago,  111.;  John  M. 
Osborn,  Toledo,  Ohio;  Geo.  W.  Stevens,  Peru,  Ind.,  and  M.  A. 
McDonald,  Danville,  111.  Filed  January  5,  1889. 

Kingston  Bail  way  Co.  From  Mapleton,  in  Peoria  county,  south- 
westerly to  Kingston  in  the  same  county.  Office,  Peoria,  111. 
Capital  stock,  $15,000.  Directors,  John  M.  Walter,  Peoria,  111.; 
Edward  B.  Hale,  Peoria,  111.;  David  Smith,  Peoria,  111.;  B.  F. 
Ehodrhamel,  Peoria,  111.,  and  Lewis  C.  Straight,  Chicago,  111. 
Filed  January  22,  1889. 

St.  Louis  Peoria  Eailway  Co.  From  East  St.  Louis  to  Peoria, 

lll.  Office,  Springfield,  111.  Capital  stock,  $3,000,000.  Directors, 
D.  L.  Wing,  Springfield,  111.;  L.  H.  Thomas,  Thomasville,  111.; 
A.  J.  Mooreshead,  Springfield,  111.;  A.  G.  Kleinbeck,  Litchfield, 
111.,  and  C.  J.  Keiser,  Mt.  Olive,  111.  Filed  January  28,  1889. 

The  Chicago,  Freeport  & Sioux  City  Eailroad  Co.  From  Free- 
port, 111.,  to  Galena,  111.  Office,  Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock, 
$1,500,000.  Directors,  Thos.  S.  Moffatt,  Chicago,  111.;  A.  L.  Brink, 
Warren,  111.;  E.  C.  Brink,  Fremont,  Neb.;  Chas.  Squires,  Chicago, 
111.,  and  Henry  J.  Brink,  Eensen,  la.  Filed  February  1,  1889. 

The  Cairo,  Vincennes  & Chicago  Eailway  Co.  From  Cairo,  111., 
through  the  counties  of  Pulaski,  Johnson,  Williamson,  Saline, 
Gallatin,  White,  Edwards,  Wabash,  Lawrence,  Crawford,  Clark 
and  Edgar  to  Tilton,  in  Yermilion  county,  with  branch  from  St. 
Francis ville.  111.,  to  Vincennes,  Ind.  Office,  Cairo,  111.  Capital 
stock,  $5,000,000.  Directors,  Llewellyn  Thomas,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.; 
M.  A.  McDonald,  Danville,  111.;  Jas.  J.  Fletcher,  Cairo,  111.;  Chas. 
S.  Elliott,  Cairo,  111.,  and  Chas.  E.  Doyle,  Mt.  Carmel,  111.  Filed 
February  16,  1889. 

The  Kankakee  & Northern  Eailway  Co.  From  Kankakee,  111., 
to  Barrington,  111.  Office,  Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $2,000,000. 
Directors,  Chas.  Dennehy,  Chas.  E.  Eollins,  Cornelius  Eyan  and 
John  N.  Summers,  of  Chicago,  111.  Filed  February  19,  1889. 

Junction  Eailway  Co.  From  North  Evanston,  111.,  in  a westerly 
and  southerly  direction  to  Mt.  Eose,  111.  Office,  Chicago,  111. 
Capital  stock,  $10,000.  Directors,  Marvin  Hughitt,  Albert  Keep, 
J.  M.  Whitman,  of  Chicago,  111.;  W.  H.  Stennet,  Oak  Park,  111.; 
M.  M.  Kirkman,  Evanston,  111.;  Chas.  E.  Simmons,  Oak  Park,  HI.,, 
and  J.  B.  Eedfield,  Chicago,  111.  Filed  February  25,  1889. 
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Electric  City  & Illinois  Kailway  Co.  From  Merchants’  Bridge 
through  Madison  county  to  East  St.  Louis.  Office,  Venice,  111. 
Capital  stock,  $50,000.  Directors,  Chas.  D.  McLure,  Granite,  Mt.; 
John  Whittaker.  S.  W.  Cobb,  C.  C.  Rainwater,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  L.  M.  Rumsey,  of  Minnesota.  Filed  March  4,  1889. 

The  Belleville,  Centralia  & Eastern  Railroad  Co.  From  Belle- 
ville, 111.,  through  the  counties  of  St.  Clair,  Clinton,  Jefferson, 
Marion  and  Wayne,  to  Wayne  City,  111.  Also  from  Belleville,  111., 
easterly  and  southeasterly  to  a point  on  the  Louisville,  Evansville 
& St.  Louis  Railroad.  Office,  Belleville,  111.  Capital  stock, 
$100,000.  Directors,  David  J.  Mackey,  Evansville,  Ind. ; Wm. 
Heilman,  Evansville,  Ind.;  Bluford  Wilson,  Springfield,  111.;  Ed- 
ward O.  Hopkins,  Peoria,  111.,  and  G.  A.  Koerner,  Belleville,  111. 
Filed  March  9,  1889. 

The  Paxton  & Eastern  Illinois  Railway  Co.  From  Paxton,  111.,  in 
a northeasterly  direction  to  a point  on  the  boundary  line  between 
Illinois  and  Indiana  north  of  the  Toledo,  Peoria  & Warsaw  Rail- 
road. Office,  Paxton,  111.  Capital  stock,  $750,000.  Directors, 
Chas.  Bogardus,  Randolph  Cruzen,  Samuel  L.  Day,  J.  P.  Middle- 
coff  and  John  H.  Moffett,  all  of  Paxton,  111.  Filed  March  12, 
1889. 

The  Belleville  & St.  Louis  Railway  Co.  From  Belleville,  111., 
to  East  St.  Louis,  111.  Office,  Belleville,  111.  Capital  stock,  ,$50,000. 
Directors,  Henry  M.  Needles,  Belleville,  111.;  John  T.  Taylor, 
Belleville,  111. ; Alpheus  Boling,  Reeves  Station,  111.;  John  S.  Hill, 
East  St.  Louis,  111.,  and  Burt  S.  Adams,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Filed 
March  25,  1889. 

The  Alton  Terminal  Railway  Co.  From  a point  on  the  Mis- 
sissippi river  in  the  '"northwestern  portion  of  Madison  county 
easterly  and  southerly  through  Alton  to  Venice  in  said  county. 
Office,  Alton,  111.  Capital  stock,  $50,000.  Directors,  Delos  R. 
Haynes,  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  H.  A.  Fisher,  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  P.  E. 
Harriott,  Springfield,  111.;  F.  E.  Fisher,  Jerseyville,  111.,  and  W. 
S.  Cook,  Springfield,  111.  Filed  March  26,  1889. 

The  Chicago,  Hannibal  & Springfield  Railroad  Co.  From  Chi- 
cago, 111.,  to  a point  in  Pike  county,  111.,  opposite  the  city  of 
Hannibal,  Mo.,  and  to  Quincy,  111.  Office,  CJiicago,  111.  Capital 
stock,  $10,000,000.  Directors,  R.  C.  Nickerson,  M.  M.  Jamieson, 
E.  H.  Fudge,  Geo.  B.  Lathrop  and  Jos.  Lathrop,  all  of  Chicago, 
111.  Filed  April  13,  1889. 

The  Pekin,  Barton ville  & Peoria  Railway  Co.  From  Pekin,  in 
Tazewell  county.  111.,  through  Bartonville,  in  Peoria  county,  to 
Peoria,  111.  Office,  Pekin,  111.  Capital  stock,  $100,000.  Directors, 
Thos.  Cooper,  Geo.  Gregg,  H.  H.  Cole,  E.  W.  Wilson,  A.  G. 
Walker,  I.  N.  Munson  and  A.  B.  Sawyer,  all  of  Pekin,  111.  Filed 
April  18,  1889. 

The  Sparta  & St.  Genevieve  Railroad  Co.  From  a point  on  the 
Centralia  & Chester  Railroad  west  of  Sparta,  111.,  to  a*  point  on 
the  Mississippi  river  in  the  county  of  Randolph,  111.,  opposite  St. 
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Genevieve,  Mo.  Office,  Sparta,  111.  Capital  stock,  $80,000.  Di- 
rectors, H.  W.  Schmidt,  Eed  Bud,  111.,  and  Thos.  F.  Alexander, 
D.  P.  Barker,  W.  B.  M.  Eiker  and  J.  E.  Gaston,  of  Sparta,  111. 
Filed  April  19,  1889. 

The  Centralia  & Altamont  Bailroad  Co.  From  Centralia,  111., 
to  Altamont,  in  Effingham  county.  Office,  Centralia,  111.  Capital 
stock,  $100,000.  ^ Directors,  Lewis  F.  Casey,  G.  P.  Duncan,  A. 
Dunker,  Jacob  Grosch  and  B.  Hanssler,  all  of  Centralia,  111. 
Filed  April  24,  1889. 

The  Peoria,  Springfield  & St.  Louis  Railway  Co.  From  Spring- 
field,  111.,  through  the  counties  of  Sangamon,  Montgomery,  Ma- 
coupin, Madison  and  St.  Clair,  to  East  St.  Louis.  Office,  Jack- 
sonville, 111.  Capital  stock,  $1,000,000.  Directors,  E.  S.  Green- 
leaf,  E.  A.  Nickson,  W.  W.  Kent,  Wm.  S.  Hook  and  Marcus 
Hook,  all  of  Jacksonville,  111.  Filed  May  2,  1889. 

The  Litchfield,  Carrollton  & Western  Railway  Co.  From  Litch- 
field, 111.,  through  the  counties  of  Montgomery,  Macoupin,  Greene, 
Calhoun,  Pike  and  Adams,  to  the  city  of  Quincy.  Office,  Carroll- 
ton, 111.  Capital  stock,  $1,000,000.  Directors,  Oman  Pierson, 
Carrollton,  111.;  Daniel  Morfoot,  Carrollton,  111.;  Henry  S.  Carroll, 
Clarksville,  Mo.;  John  O.  Roberts,  Clarksville,  Mo.,  and  Wm.  S. 
Hook,  Jacksonville,  111.  Filed  May  2,  1889. 

Wabash  Eastern  Railway  Co.  of  Illinois.  Chartered  to  purchase 
the  present  line  of  the  Wabash  Railway  Co.  in  Illinois.  Office, 
Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $12,000,000.  Directors,  Geo.  W. 
Smith,  A.  M.  Pence,  J.  M.  Harlan  and  Chas.  Henrotin,  all  of 
Chicago,  111.,  and  John  W.  Bunn,  of  Springfield,  111.  Filed  May 
13,  1889. 

The  Indianapolis,  Beardstown  & Quincy  Railway  Co.  From 
Beardstown,  in  Cass  county,  through  the  counties  of  Brown  and 
Adanas,  to  the  city  of  Quincy,  111.  Office,  Quincy,  111.  Capital 
stock,  $2,000,000.  Directors,  F.  B.  Stearns,  and  Theo.  Wade,  of  New 
York  City;  Thos.  A.  Harris,  Kansas  City,  Mo.;  R.  F.  Newcomb, 
Isaac  Lesem,  John  M.  Savin  and  Wm.  W.  Berry,  of  Quincy,  111. 
Filed  June  20,  1889. 

The  Circle  Railway  Co.  of  Chicago.  From  Craigen,  in  Cook 
county.  111.,  north  and  westerly  to  the  county  farm  in  Norwood 
Park,  thence  northeasterly  to  Forest  Glen,  thence  southeasterly 
to  a point  near  Deering  Station  in  the  city  of  Lake  View,  111. 
Office,  Chicago,  111.  Capital  stock,  $500,000.  Directors,  C.  W. 
Smith,  Chicago,  111.;  Geo.  H.  Parker,  M.  H.  Killgalen,  Henry 
Esdohr,  Andrew  Dunning  and  C.  M.  Gertz,  all  of  Jefferson,  111., 
and  S.  S.  Kimbell,  of  Chicago,  111.  Filed  June  22,  J889. 


R.  R.— 8 


Waukegan  and  Southwestern  Railway  Co.  From  Waukegan, 
Ilk,  westerly,  southwesterly  and  southerly  through  the  counties 
of  Lake  and  Cook,  to  a junction  with  the  Elgin,  Joliet  & Eastern 
Railway  Co.  at  or  near  Spaulding.  Capital  stock,  $1,000,000. 
Office,  Chicago,  111.  Directors,  Chas.  S.  Holt,  Lake  Forest,  111.; 
C.  C.  H.  Fiffe,  Russell  Whitman,  A.  F.  Towne  and  A.  D.  Wheeler, 
Chicago,  111.  Filed  June  28,  1889. 
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GKAIN  INSPECTION  DEPAETMENT. 


Kepokt  of  Chief  Inspectoe. 


Office  of  Chief  Inspectoe  of  Geain, 
Chicago,  III.,  November  1,  1889. 

Hon.  John  E.  Wheelee,  Chairman  Railroad  and  Warehouse 

Commission,  Springfield,  Illinois. 

Deae  Sie — The  tabular  statements  which  I have  the  honor  to 
submit  herewith  for  the  consideration  of  your  honorable  Board, 
constitute  the  Nineteenth  Annual  Eeport  of  this  Department,  and 
show  in  concise  form  its  transactions  for  the  year  ending  October 
31,  1889. 

As  will  be  shown  by  the  tables,  the  movement  of  grain  through 
Chicago  during  the  year  has  been  gratifyingly  large,  38,065  more 
cars  having  been  received  than  during  the  preceding  year. 

In  bushels  the  total  receipts  were  25,000,000  in  excess  of  those  of 
any  former  year,  and  the  deliveries  from  store  the  largest  ever  made 
in  any  one  year  since  the  organization  of  the  department. 

A remarkable  feature  of  the  grain  movement  during  the  last  two 
years,  and  especially  during  the  year  just  closed,  is  the  radical 
change  in  the  methods  by  which  grain  is  transported  from  interior 
points  to  the  seaboard  during  the  season  when  lake  navigation  is 
closed. 

For  many  years  the  grain  shipped  eastward  from  Chicago  was 
handled  almost  exclusively  through  the  elevators. 

• The  custom  then  arose  of  transferring  it  on  track  from  western 
to  eastern  cars  (to  avoid  elevator  charges)  and  reconsigning  it  to 
the  point  of  destination. 

This  class  of  shipments  amounted  in  1876  to  but  13  per  cent,  of 
the  total  amount  received,  was  almost  entirely  consigned  to  Chicago 
firms,  inspected  regularly  (as  if  intended  for  Chicago  elevators) 
and  sold  “free  on  board”  the  eastern  cars. 
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The  amount  of  “track”  grain  has  gradually  increased  from  year 
to  year,  with  some  fluctuations,  until  it  amounts  to  over  40  per 
cent,  of  the  total  receipts. 

Lately,  however,  the  practice  has  arisen  of  billing  the  grain 
through  from  the  initial  point  to  the  seaboard,  holding  it  in  Chi- 
cago only  long  enough  for  inspection  and  transfer. 

In  the  competition  for  business,  and  the  effort  to  reduce  trans- 
portation charges  to  the  lowest  possible  point  the  percentage  of 
grain  billed  in  this  way  (so  far  as  our  records  show  the  movement) 
has  leaped  from  less  than  2^  per  cent,  of  the  total  receipts  during 
the  half  year  ending  April  yO,  1887,  to  17  per  cent,  in  the  corres- 
ponding period  ending  April  30,  1889. 

By  far  the  larger  part  of  this  grain  is  sold  on  Chicago  certifi- 
cates, and  to  inspect  it  our  men  are  obliged  to  visit  daily  from 
ten  to  twenty  transfer  points  outside  of  our  regular  system,  some 
of  them  many  miles  distant. 

This  state  of  things,  beside  largely  increasing  the  w^ork  on  the 
regular  tracks,  requires  the  services  of  three  and  often  four  track 
inspectors  constantly  and  has  fully  doubled  the  work  of  the  office. 

While  this  work  is  necessarily  done  at  a loss,  and  involves  much 
extra  trouble  and  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  department,  we 
have  endeavored  to  make  the  service  as  prompt  and  efficient  as 
possible. 

In  a change  of  method  so  radical  some  little  friction  is  inevit- 
.able,  but  I believe  that  so  far,  the  work  has  been  done  to  the  sat- 
isfaction of  all  concerned;  and  as  the  movement  settles  down  into 
more  definite  lines  the  service  will  be  still  further  improved. 

Whether  this  movement  will  continue  permanently,  or  whether 
by  some  wise  concert  of  action  between  the  elevators  and  the  rail- 
road companies,  a return  to  the  system  of  handling  the  grain 
through  the  elevators  may  be  brought  about,  it  is  impossible  to 
say;  but,  in  either  event,  this  department  will  do  its  utmost  to 
furnish  inspection  so  promptly  as  to  reduce  the  necessary  deten- 
tion of  grain  in  transit  to  the  minimum. 

THE  WORK 

of  the  department  has  gone  on  smoothly,  and,  with  a single  ex- 
ception, with  less  adverse  criticism  than  for  many  years. 

The  exception  referred  to  is  the  inspection  of  winter  wdieat, 
which,  it  was  claimed  by  country  shippers,  was  more  rigid  than 
usual. 

In  support  of  their  claims  they  urged,  (and  as  I bffiieve  in  good 
faith.)  1st.  That  there  is  now  practically  no  No.  1 wheat,  and, 
2d,  that  Chicago  grades  are  intrinsically  more  valuable  than  the 
corresponding  grades  in  other  markets. 

The  premises  in  this  argument  are  beyond  dispute,  but  the  con- 
clusion reached  is  erroneous,  as  I shall  attempt  to  show. 


First.  No.  2 wheat  is  the  “contract”  grade,  but,  as  the  rules  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  allow  the  delivery  of  a higher  grade  for  a 
lower.  No’s.  1 and  2 are  alike  deliverable  on  contracts. 

When  speculation  keeps  the  price  of  No.  2 wheat  above  its  real 
consumptive  value,  so  that  it  is  more  valuable  for  speculative  pur- 
poses than  No.  1 is  for  milling;  or  when  No.  1 will  not 
command,  on  its  merits,  a premium  over  No.  2 sufficient  to  pay 
for  cleaning  and  shrinkage,  there  is  no  incentive  to  the  country 
shipper  to  clean  his  wheat,  no  matter  how  plump  and  sound,  suf- 
ficiently to  pass  as  No.  1. 

As  a shipper  recently  expressed  it:  “There  is  more  money  in 

making  No.  2 wheat  out  of  No.  3 by  mixing  the  plump,  sound 
wheat  with  it  than  in  making  No.  1 to  be  sold  at  No.  2 price.” 

My  own  opinion  is  that  in  a speculative  market  like  ours  a grade 
above  the  one  recognized  as  the  “contract”  grade  can  not  be  main- 
tained in  practice  for  the  reason  that  the  artificial  stimulation  of 
the  price  of  contract  grain  will  eliminate,  during  the  greater  part 
of  every  year,  the  actual  difference  in  value. 

2d.  It  is  beyond  question,  true  that  our  standards  of  inspec- 
tion are  higher  than  those  of  the  other  markets  of  the  country; 
but  it  is  because  the  other  markets  have,  one  after  another  low- 
ered their  standards  in  the  hope  of  attracting  business,  while  those 
of  Chicago,  hedged  about  by  legal  enactment  and  controlled  by 
boards  of  commissioners  without  interest  in  the  markets,  have  re- 
mained undisturbed  where  they  were  placed  years  ago.  From  per- 
sonal observation  I am  thoroughly  convinced  that  our  standards 
have  been  maintained  at  practically  the  same  point,  without  mater- 
ial variation  for  at  least  ten  years,  notwithstanding  the  pressure 
that  is  constantly  being  exerted  to  lower  them. 

Among  the  many  arguments  used  in  bringing  this  pressure  to 
bear,  none  more  frequently  confronts  us  than  the  proposition  that 
we  should  “always  give  the  grain  the  benefit  of  the  doubt.” 

That  is  to  say,  that  where  grain  falls  upon  the  line  where  two 
grades  imperceptibly  merge,  and  may  with  equal  propriety  be  placed 
in  either,  it  should  in  all  cases  be  placed  in  the  higher. 

The  fallacy  of  this  argument  lies  in  the  fact  that  to  do  this 
constantly  the  inspector  must,  necessarily  lower  his  line  and  thus 
change  his  standard  without  in  the  least  obviating  the  difficulty ; 
since,  on  matter  where  the  line  is  drawn,  shippers  will  work  to  it 
as  closely  as  possible  and  the  difficulty  of  disposing  of  line  grain 
satisfactorily  would  confront  the  inspector  on  the  line  as  well  as 
on  another.  An  inspector  can  only  keep  to  the  line  and  preserve 
his  standard  by  dividing,  as  impartially  as  possible,  all  that  can  be 
properly  classed  as  line  grain  and  throwing  part  of  it  into  the 
lower  grade  and  the  remainder  into  the  higher. 

The  complaint  that  by  giving  only  a part  of  the  grain  the  “ben- 
efit of  the  doubt,”  shippers  are  led  to  believe  that  just  such  grain 
will  always  receive  the  higher  grade  and  are  often  disappointed. 
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is  fully  met  by  what  seems  a self-evident  proposition,  viz.:  That 

in  putting  up  the  grain  for  any  grade  it  should  be  made  unmis- 
takably of  that  grade  and  not  of  a quality  that  will  bring  it  upon 
the  line. 

If  this  rule  were  followed  the  greater  part  of  the  dissatisfaction 
with  the  inspection  would  be  obviated. 

THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENTS 

show  an  enlargement  of  the  expenses  of  the  department  of  about 
8^  per  cent.,  a gratify ingly  small  increase  when  it  is  considered 
that  the  volume  of  grain  handled  is  over  22  per  cent,  greater  than 
last  year,  and  that  a large  part  of  it  w^as  done  (as  has  already 
been  explained)  under  circumstances  requiring  an  outlay  out  of 
all  proportion  to  the  returns. 

Coming  in  upon  the  regular  tracks,  this  increase  could  have  been 
cared  for  by  the  usual  force  of  the  department  with  the  addition 
of  only  sufficient  helpers  to  secure  the  inspection  of  the  grain  in 
time  for  the  morning  meeting  of  Change  each  day;  but,  as  the 
grain  is  now  handled,  it  is  impossible  to  utilize  the  regular  force 
for  special  inspection  at  all;  and,  being  scattered  over  so  large  an 
extent  of  territory,  it  requires  at  least  five  men  to  do  the  work 
which  one  might  easily  do  if  the  cars  were  all  in  one  place. 

Yet,  considered  as  an  item  of  the  expense  of  handling  the  grain 
which  passes  through  Chicago,  the  cost  of  inspection  is  insignifi- 
cant. The  total  expense  of  the  department,  (including  every  ex- 
penditure of  any  kind  made  from  its  funds)  amounting  to  but 
tiiirty-nine  one-hundredths  of  a mill  per  bushel. 

In  regard  to  the 

EEDUCTION  OF  FEES 

for  inspection  on  arrival  from  35  cents  to  30  cents,  wisely  made  by 
your  honorable  Board  and  which  goes  into  effect  at  the  date  of  this 
report,  I can  only  repeat  in  substance  what  I said  in  my  letter 
recommending  the  same,  that  while,  owing  to  the  unusually  large 
receipts  during  the  past  two  years,  the  surplus  fund  of  the  depart- 
ment is  larger  than  necessary  to  pay  the  natural  deficit  in  its 
expenses  during  the  winter,  and  may,  therefore,  properly  be  return- 
ed to  the  country  shippers  in  the  form  of  a reduction  of  fees,  yet 
I do  not  believe  that,  taking  one  year  with  anotlier,  the  rate  of 
thirty  cents  per  car  is  adequate  to  the  maintenance  of  the  de- 
partment upon  a basis  of  thorough  efficiency;  and  I am  convinced 
that  within  a year,  (or  a year  and  a half  at  the  farthest)  it  will 
be  found  necessary  to  restore  the  old  rate. 

The  difference  of  five  cents,  however,  between  the  two  rates  is 
so  infinitesimal  an  amount  per  bushel  (upon  cars  averaging  as  they 
do,  almost  700  bushels)  that  it  cannot  be  a matter  of  great  pub- 
lic concern. 
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THE  COEN  MOVEMENT. 

The  receipts  of  corn  during  the  winter  of  1888-9  were  unusually 
large,  but  the  differences  of  opinion  arising  between  the  depart- 
ment and  the  owners  as  to  the  proper  grading  of  the  grain  were 
in  all  cases  satisfactorily  adjusted  by  the  Committee  of  Appeals. 

There  were  during  the  year  1,021  cases  of  appeal  on  corn,  almost 
all  of  them  during  the  winter  months. 

In  535  of  these  cases  the  inspection  was  sustained,  and  in  486 
the  grade  was  raised. 

I wish  to  repeat  what  I have  so  frequently  >8 aid,  and  what  I have 
for  many  years  firmly  believed,  that  better  prices  for,  and  greater 
facility  of  movement  of  a large  part  of  this  winter  shelled  corn 
would  be  reached  if  the  trade  could  be  brought  to  agree  upon 
some  change  in  the  rules  whereby  it  could  be  classed  by  itself  and 
go  into  the  market  upon  its  merits. 

It  gives  me  pleasure  to  say  in  conclusion,  that  the  members  of 
the  force  have,  as  a rule,  acquitted  themselves  creditably  during 
the  year;  and  have  discharged  their  responsible  duties  in  a man- 
ner satisfactory  to  the  department,  and,  as  I believe,  to  the  entire 
trade. 

Very  respectfully  submitted, 

P.  Bird  Price, 

Chief  Inspector. 
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Exhibit  A — 1. 

Inspection  07i  Ai'vival — By  months. 


Winter  Wheat. 


Months. 

White. 

Turkish. 

Long 

Red. 

Red  Winter. 

Total 

Cars, 

2 

3 

4 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Not 

gra’d. 

November,  1888 

17 

10 

2 

5 

576 

607 

157 

15 

1,389 

December,  1888 

2 

4 

178 

354 

147 

18 

710 

January,  1889 

i 

2 

4 

56 

325 

111 

7 

506 

February,  1889 

5 

3 

3 

3 

241 

455 

150 

3 

863 

March,  1889 

9 

14 

4 

2 

438 

437 

164 

6 

1,074 

April,  1889 

6 

1 

6 

115 

232 

63 

3 

426 

May,  1889 

5 

2 

1 

81 

269 

98 

11 

470 

June,  1889 

5 

4 

3 

1 

47 

165 

62 

6 

293 

July,  1889 

6 

8 

3 

33 

1,656 

1,366 

182 

76 

3, 330 

August,  1889 

1 

30 

10 

5.5 

1,706 

4,265 

596 

73 

6, 736 

September,  1889 

29 

28 

88 

262 

3, 616 

825 

131 

4,979- 

October,  1889  

3 

20 

19 

6 

280 

1,764 

397 

136 

2,625 

Total  cars 

53 

128 

84 

208 

5, 636 

13, 855 

2, 952 

485 

23,401 

Total  estimated  bushels 


13,619,382 


Exhibit  A — 2. 


Inspection  on  Ai^rival — By  months. 


Months. 

Spring  Wheat. 

Mixed 

Wheat. 

Total 

Cars. 

Hard. 

Colorado. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Not  graded. 

White. 

2 

3 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

November , 1888 

3 

213 

312 

153 

8 

68^ 

December,  1888 

1 

20 

3 

57 

152 

137 

26 

396 

January,  1889 

4 

6 

61 

193 

134 

10 

4C8 

February,  1889. 

1 

259 

180 

91 

9 

540 

March,  1889.  .. 

1 

130 

174 

111 

41 

457 

April , 1889  .... 

129 

124 

109 

15 

377 

May,  1889 

1 

4 

39 

63 

61 

12 

180 

June,  1889 

12 

117 

48 

47 

9 

233 

July,  1889  .... 

9 

53 

29 

41 

132 

August,  1889.. 

60 

124 

174 

22 

380 

September, 1889 

14 

166 

386 

353 

25 

944 

October,  1889. . . 

15 

2 

1,310 

1,024 

569 

39 

1 

289 

10 

3,259 

Totals 

31 

45 

9 

o 

2,550 

2,833 

1,968 

257 

1 

289 

10 

7, 995 

Total  estimated  bushels 

4, 653,090- 
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Exhibit  A — 3. 


Inspection  on  Arrival — By  months. 


Corn. 

Months. 

Yellow. 

White. 

2 

3 

4 

Not 

Total 

Cars. 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Graded 

November,  1888 

991 

1,558 

186 

149 

2,068 
^ 465 

3,514 
4,503 
2,020 
4,182 
3, 496 

2,007 

1,852 

1,258 

1,040 

925 

216 

10,689 
9, 054 
5,268 
9,587 
8, 508 
8, 400 
18,083 
10, 761 
13,744 
21, 658 
17, 268 
9,895 

December,  1888 

174 

1,793 

29 

189 

49 

January,  1889 

45 

1,599 

20 

166 

141 

19 

February,  1889 

246 

3,248 

2,070 

1,380 

1,366 

632 

32 

329 

494 

16 

March,  1889 

505 

36 

253 

1,211 

12 

April , 1889 

980 

245 

519 

1,981 
5,693 
4,817 
6,371 
8,847 
7, 570 
4,397 

2,874 

3,074 

413 

8 

M^y,  1889  : 

5,481 

2,137 

2,152 

3,921 

3,112 

2,266 

1,611 

280 

536 

42 

June,  1889 

328 

93 

2,319 

422 

13 

July,  1889 

554 

581 

128 

3,149 

755 

54 

August,  1889 

826 

1,218 

300 

5,121 

1,319 

106 

September,  1889 

707 

800 

200 

4,111 

718 

50 

October,  1889 

370 

559 

87 

1,937 

270 

9 

Totals 

22,010 

16,103 

5,645 

2,693 

44, 055 

40,300 

11,515 

594 

142,915 

Total  estimated  bushels.  

83,033,615 

Exhibit  A— 4. 

Inspection  on  Arrival — By  months. 


Oats. 


Rye. 


Months. 


November,  1888. 
December,  1888.. 
January,  1889... 
February,  1889. . 

March,  1889 

April,  1889 

May,  1889  

June,  1889 

July,  1889 

August,  1889 

September,  1889, 
October,  1889 

Totals 


White. 

1 

2 

3 

Not  graded 

Total 

Cars. 

1 

2 

3 

Not  graded 

Total 

Cars. 

1 

2 

3 

174 

1,993 

442 

819 

14 

3,442 

323 

177: 

13 

513 

266 

2,446 

695 

883 

17 

4,307 

245 

97 

4 

346 

149 

1,459 

414 

531 

3 

2,556 

163 

39 

202 

200 

1,548 

662 

498 

6 

2,914 

89 

36. 

125 

184 

1,493 

664 

615 

8 

2,964 

73 

30 

103 

248 

1,682 

1,317 

464 

2 

3,  713 

162 

51 

213 

399 

3,743 

855 

683 

7 

5,687 

106 

61 

”‘7 

174 

273 

3,689 

537 

610 

16 

5, 125 

47 

32 

13 

92 

253 

2,595 

976 

602 

28 

4,  454 

77 

106 

8 

191 

2,236 

5, 107 

1,067 

724 

44 

9,178 

414 

244 

18 

676 

1 

1,905 

2,603 

962 

489 

25 

5,985 

'"i 

635 

283 

34 

953 

1 

2,014 

3,302 

852 

544 

19 

6,732 

3 

498 

169 

28 

698 

2 

8,301 

31,660 

9,443 

7,462 

189 

57,057 

4 

2,832 

1,325 

125 

4,286 

.57,969,912 


Total  estimated  bushels, 


.2,507, 310 
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Exhibit  A — 5. 


Inspeciion  on  Arrival  —By  months. 


Months. 

Barley. 

Total 

cars. 

Grand 

total. 

Cars  of  all 
kinds  of 
Grain. 

Bay 

Brewing. 

Chevalier. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 Not  Graded. 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

November,  1888 

47 

45 

...,| 

1 

2 

544 

1,162 

201 

20 

2, 022! 

18,744 

December,  1888  

81 

59 

2 

1 

1 

257 

1,010 

190 

14 

1,615 

16,428 

January,  1889 

i 

27 

34 

2 

i i . 

2 

217 

748 

169 

• 1,207 

10,147 

February,  1889 

20 

11 

r * ‘ • 

1 . . . . 

304 

520 

101 

12 

968 

14,997 

March,  1889 

2 

1 

1 

321 

356 

75 

5 

761 

13,867 

April,  1889 

3 

o 

169 

237 

38 

19 

468 

13, 597 

May,  1889 

2 

114 

230 

34 

17 

397 

24,991 

June,  1889  

24 

52 

8 

9 

93 

16,597 

July,  1889 

6 

31 

9 

1 

47 

21, 898 

August,  1889 

130 

88 

8 

226 

38, 854 

September,  1889 

3 

37 

1,371 

624 

35 

"i2 

2, 082 ! 

32,211 

October,  1889  

1 

29 

2,565 

1,640 

86 

23 

4,343: 

27, 552 

Totals 

1 

180 

157 

3 

3 

1 

|.... 

72 

6,022 

6,698 

9^ 

139 

14, 229 j 

249,883 

Total  estimated  bushels 

9,206, 163 

170,989, 472 

Exhibit  B— 1. 

I 

Inspection  on  Arrival — By  Railroads. 


Winter  Wheat. 


Kailroads. 


White. 


Turkish. 


Long 

Red. 


3 4 


2 8 1 


Red  Winter. 


Not 

Graded 


Total 

Cars. 


Chicago, Burlington  & Quinc}' 
Chicago, Rock  Islands  Pacific 

Chicago  &■  Alton 

Illinois  Central 

Galena  Division, Chi. *fe  N.W. 
Wisconsin  “ “ 

Wabash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific.. 
Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois... 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  & St.  P.. 

Wisconsin  Central 

Chicago, St.  Paul  & Kan.  City 
Chicago, Santa  Fe»fc  Califruia 
Specials 


19 


18 


5:3 


12s 


84! 


190 

1,238 

511 


199 

660 

326 

167 

1 

6 

94 

1,641 


1,297 

1,110 

2,115 

129 

2,025 

411 

370 


2,299 

2,539 


553 
296 
. 6 
26 
377 
120 
71 


15 

269 

425 


5,636jl3,855  2,952 


2,394 

1,893 

4,099 

2,239 

21 

372 

3,131 

908 

663 

3 

200 
2. 775 
4,703 


Totals 


485  23,401 

I 
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Exhibit  B — 2. 


Inspection  on  Arrival — By  Railroads. 


Railroads. 

Spring  Wheat. 

Mixed 

Wheat. 

Total 

Cars. 

Hard. 

Colo- 

rado. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

2! 

o 

O 

p 

n. 

a 

White. 

2 

3 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

•Chicago, Burlingt’n  & Quincy 

2 

4 

91 

645 

758 

42 

237 

6 

1,785 

Chicago, Rock  Isl’nd  & Pacific 

3 

4 

.... 

• 80 

151 

166 

27 

6 

2 

439 

Chicago  & Alton 

1 

4 

2; 

7 

Illinois  Central 

113 

51 

38 

4 

206 

Galena  Division  Chi.  & N.W 

4 

2 

136 

594 

290 

3 

6 

1,035 

Wisconsin  “ ‘‘ 

17 

8 

27 

170 

61 

10 

293 

Wabash,  yt.  Louis  & Pacific. 

6 

24 

19 

1 

50 

•Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois.. 

3 

3 

Chicago, Milwaukee  & St.  P. 

10 

5 

1,119 

843 

398 

148 

1 

30 

2 

2, 556 

Wisconsin  Central 

10 

11 

1 

22 

Chicago, St.  Paul  & Kan.  City 

10 

15 

1 

5 

32 

70 

2 

5 

140 

Chicago,  Santa  Fe  & Calit’nia 

13 

14 

5 

32 

Specials 

2 

962 

295 

149 

19 

1,427 

Totals 

31 

45 

9 

2 

2,550 

2,833 

1,968 

257 

1 

289 

10 

7,995 

Exhibit  B — 3. 


Inspection  on  Arrival — By  Railroads. 


Railroads. 

Corn. 

Total 

Cars. 

Yellow. 

White. 

2 

3 

4 

Not 

Graded 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Chicago,  Burlington  & Quincy 
Chicago, Rock  Island  & Pacific 

Chicago  & Alton 

Illinois  Central 

Galena  Division  Chi.  & N.  W 
Wisconsin  “ “ 

W^ahash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific.. 
Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois... 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  & St.  P.. 
Wisconsin  Central 

3, 139 
2,209 
1,711 
6, 753 
2,421 
13 
2,374 
373 
309 

2,637 

1,469 

715 

1,882 

2,049 

17 

1,411 

154 

635 

255 

273 

609 

1,844 

151 

1, 182 
78 
31 

345 
241 
• 266 
383 
162 

489 

^3 

10,447 

6,973 

3,391 

5,707 

6,143 

5 

1,462 

341 

3,508 

10,306 

6,764 

1,243 

2,416 

7,005 

3 

1,203 

188 

3,473 

' 2,185 
1,925 
351 
1,297 
2,378 
2 
459 
102 
1,211 
3 

332 

357 

913 

108 

62 

47 

83 

100 

24 

26 

52 

29,422 
19,916 
8,333 
20,365 
20,409 
41 
8,604 
1,298 
9, -312 
3 

3,324 
5,076 
16, 812 

Chicago,  St.  Pa«l  «fe  Kan.  City 
Chicago, Santa  Fe  & Calif’rnia 
Specials 

Totals 

457 

973 

1,278 

262 
686 
4, 186 

34 

232 

955 

34 

191 

453 

1,370 

1,429 

3,279 

807 

1,173 

5,719 

28 

35 

29 

22, 010 

16,103 

6,645 

2,693 

44,055 

40,300 

11,515 

1 

594 

142,915 

Exhibit  B— 4, 


Inspection  on  Arrival — By  Railroads. 


Kailroads. 

Oats. 

Rye. 

White. 

1 

2 

3 

Not  graded 

Total  cars. 

1 

2 

3 

Not  graded 

Total  cars. 

1 

2 

3 

CW.,  Bar.  & Quincy 

1,021 

5,084 

880 

1,275 

14 

8,274 

675 

374 

38 

1,087 

CM., Rock  Island  & Pac  . 

1,444 

5, 133 

383 

1,739 

68 

8,767 

336 

312 

53 

701 

CMca^o  & Alton 

214 

1,288 

979 

105 

10 

2, 596 

144 

59 

1 

204 

Illinois  Central 

824 

2, 979 

3,111 

1,053 

28 

7,995 

290 

61 

3 

354 

Galena  Div.,  C.  & N.  W.. 

967 

4, 735 

517 

949 

14 

7, 182 

358 

150 

3 

511 

Wiscon.  Div..C.  & H.  W. 

290 

663 

44 

47 

1 

1.045 

122 

15 

1 

138 

Wabash,  St.  L.  & Pac 

159 

776 

386 

289 

13 

1,623 

49 

39 

2 

90 

Chi.  & Eastern  Illinois.. 

14 

260 

125 

88 

1 

488 

3 

13 

16 

Chi.,  Mil.  & St.  Paul 

1,882 

4,981 

712 

898 

19 

8,492 

"’4 

289 

85 

”'5 

383 

Wisconsin  Central 

9 

54 

2 

11 

76 

3 

1 

4 

Chi., St.  Paul  & K.  City.. 

2 

655 

707 

172 

292 

"‘6 

1,834 

72 

23 

96 

Chi., Santa  Fe  «fc  Cal 

128 

930 

480 

169 

1 

1,708 

58 

21 

79 

Specials 

694 

4,070 

1,652 

547 

14 

6,977 

433 

172 

"is 

623' 

Totals 

2 

8, 301 

31, 660 

9,443 

7,462 

189 

57,057 

4 

2,832 

1,325 

125 

4,286 

Exhibit  B — 5. 


Inspection  on  Arrival — By  Railroads. 


Railroads. 

Barley. 

Grand 
total . 
Cars 
of  all 
kinds 
of 

grain. 

Bay 

Brewing. 

Chevalier. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Not  graded. 

Total  cars.. 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Chi.,  Bur.  & Quincy 

35 

22! 

1 

1 

1 

341' 

227 

53 

3 

684 

43,640 

Chi  Rock  Island  & Pac 

87 

35 

1 

472 

1 543 

25 

6 

1,169 

32,885 

Chioapo  Alton 

3 

5 

8 

15, 247 

Illinois  Central 

1 

185 

1,169 

28 

32 

1,415 

32,574 

Galena  Div.,  C.  & N.  W . . . 

24 

14 

2 

2 

1,312 

1,043 

74 

12 

2,483 

1 31,641 

Wiscon.  Div. ,C.  & N.  W*.. 

3 

37 

25 

1,714 

1,097 

150 

19 

3,045 

1 4,934 

Wabash, St.  I..  &,  Pac 

4 

3 

1 

6 

15 

1 

2 

31 

i 13,529 

Chi.  & Eastern  Illinois 

2,713. 

Chi., Mil.  & St.  Paul 

5 

25 

9 

1,732 

2, 297 

581 

4, 712 

26,118 

Wisconsin  fJentral 

13 

10 

1 

114 

77 

6 

2 

22i 

331 

Chi., St.  Paul  & K.  City. .. 

1 

6 

7 

76 

33 

200 

5, 1 94 

Chi.,  Santa  Fe  Cal 

‘e 

4 

10 

9,  680 

Specials 

3 

3 

34 

60 

145 

4 

249 

1 30, 791 

Totals 

1 

180 

157 

3 

3 

72 

6,022 

6, 698 

954 

139 

14,229 

249,88a 

Inspection  on  Arrival  hy  Canal  and  Lake— Bushels. 
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Total  bushels  . . . 

120,200 

2,500 
91,000 
81,750 
117,200 
146, 900 
275,675 
526,750 
380,000 

1,741,975 

Corn. 

• • • O O • 

• • • o o • 

• • *00  • 

. • • iO  tH  • 

: :§ 

29,200 

CO 

28,. 500 

2,500 
46,500 
6,600 
14,700 
25,300 
18,200 
94, 100 
41, 200 

277, 600 

(M 

85,700 

22,650 
56,800 
103,  900 
246, 175 
410,550 
312, 400 

1,238,175 

While. 

CO 

. .oo  • • 
. ; • 

008 ‘9 

009 

OJ 

• • o o • • < 

. • o O • • ( 

• • iO  05  • • J 

• • lO  ' 

4,5UU 
4,500 
4, 400 

34,800 

Yellow. 

CO 

ei 

27, 500 
5,500 
4,200 

*oo 

•oo 

;'Th'0 

52,200 

6,000 

21,000 
29,600 
17,  700 
6,800 
6, 300 

87, 400 

Total  bushels  . .. 

1, 500 

1,500 

Spring 

Wheat. 

3 

Spring. 

1,500 

1,500 

Total  bushels  . .. 

6,000 

600 

21,500 

14,200 

800 

2,500 

24,100 

6,100 

75,800 

Winter  Wheat. 

Not 

graded. 

Ked. 

6,000 

6,800 

.-o  i 

p? 

600 

20,700 

14,200 

800 

2,500 

24,100 

6,100 

69,000 

Months. 

November,  1888 

December,  1888 

January,  1889 

P'ebruary,  1889 

March,  1889 

April,  1889 

May,  1889 

June,  1889 

July,  1889 

August,  1889 

September,  1889 

October,  1889 

Totals 

Exhibit  C — Continued. 
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Exhibit  E. 

Financial  Statement. 


Montlis. 


November,  1888 
December,  1888. 
January,  1889... 
February,  1889.. 

March,  1889 

April.  1889 

May,  1889 

June,  1889 

July,  18S9 

August,  1889 

September,  1889 
October,  1889. .. 

Totals 


Inspection 

fees 

earned. 

Commis- 
sions paid 
K.  R.’s  and 
elevators. 

Total 
cash  re- 
ceived. 

Disburse- 
menis  for 
expenses. 

$10,902  41 
7,558  77 

4.231  42 
5,973  63 
5,747  99 

8.231  59 
16,065  96 
12,^  44 
13,723  65 
21,573  83 
19, 193  16 
15,a32  68 

$764  43 
526  77 
349  85 
175  64 
216  43 
208  79 
359  68 
731  07 
581  07 
625  66 
1,019  17 
9C9  28 

$15,276  71 
10,825  39 
7,422  02 
4,021  53 
6,703  24 
6,747  26 
8,3.30  20 
15,166  59 
12,411  58 
13,027  25 
20,621  15 
18,776  20 

$8,567  79 
8, 470  43 
8,523  34 
9,0.35  24 
9,019  61 
9,099  95 
8,870  27 
9,233  70 
10,148  77 
9,550  23 
9,597  23 
9,852  14 

$141,880  53 

$6,467  84 

$139,-329  L2 

$109,968  70 

Bank 

balance. 


$33,885  33 
36,240  29 
.35,138  97 
30,125  26 
27,808  89 
25,456  20 
24,916 
30,849 
33,111 
36,588 
47,612 
56,536 


P.  Bied  Peice,  Chief  Inspector, 

In  Account  with  Illinois  State  Geain  Inspection  Depaetment. 


Nov.  1st,  1888.. 

To  balance  on  hand  as  per  last  report 

$27,176  41 

Oct.  31st,  1889.. 

‘ ‘ cash  received  during  the  vear  as  shown  above 

139,329  12 

By  expense  inspection  department 

$92, 276  08 

( & 

“ “ registration  office 

13,053  54 

( 1 

“ “ committee  of  appeals  

4,6.39  08 

( 4 

“ balance  in  bank 

56,536  S3 

• 

Total 

$166,505  53 

$166,505  53 

Inspection  on  Akrival — Comparative  Statement  of  Inspection  from  1880  to  1889,  inclusive. 


133 


Total. 

Bushels. 

iiiiiiiiil 

s¥i¥fSi¥ii 

Barley. 

Bushels. 

3, 991,570 
4,177,762 
5,893, 804 
6,824,310 
6,755,827 
8,032,764 
10,262, 360 
9,462,000 
8,521,344 
9, 206, 163 

Rye. 

Bushels. 

1,645,545 
1,221,843 
1,688, 397 
4.  980, 600 
3, 752, 180 
1,798,9.51 
1,104,396 
852,324 
2,3.57,792 
2,570,410 

Oats. 

Bushels. 

18,873,400 
22,612,368 
25,060,3.50 
33,392, 184 
39,59.3,860 
38,859,040 
42,534,082 
45,974,724 
52,617,987 
58,768,512 

Corn. 

Bushels. 

91,185,379 
76, 017, 132 
45, 775,863 
72,258,580 
54, 600,  .598 
56,709,685 
68, 477,  686 
50,700,475 
66,391,548 
84,775, 590 

Spring  wheat 
Bushels. 

17, 312, 968 
18,398,187 
9,508,301 
13,010,095 
16,782,273 
24,024, 672 
10,644,844 
17, 667,973 
10,191,034 
4,654,590 

Winter  wheat 
Bushels. 

5,887,500 
1,682,311 
11, 1.57, 238 
6, 9.5.3, 091 
7,163,624 
2, 354, 848 
5,506,084 
5,  639,  573 
7,265,135 
13,695, 185 

Boats. 

Number. 

Cars. 

Number. 

270,524 
227,119 
171,218 
235,213 
210,822 
212,270 
201,103 
189, 130 
211,818 
249,883 

Combined 
totals  of 
in  and  out- 
inspection. 

242,050,8.34 

210,694,497 

158.668. 139 
211,216,444 

187.479. 140 
177,358,882 
192,778,757 
205,395,  480 
217,890,263 
276, 827,396 

Total. 

Bushels. 

103, 154,466 
86,584,894 
62,975,366 
73,797,578 
5t^, 830, 778  • 
45,578,  922 
61,249,305 
75,098  411 
72,673,-334 
103, 156,949 

(D  a> 

T, 

w pq 

1,275,223 
776,858 
1, 236,391 
744,086 
1,266,691 
296,790 
1,052,913 
1,044,871 
1,157,523 
1,399,573 

Rye. 

Bushels. 

939, 740 
705, 241 
1,091,137 
3,190,923 
2,837,022 
738,209 
635,174 
394, 948 
.516,942 
1,778,321 

Oats. 

Bushels. 

.3, 562,034 

9.421.724 
5, 626,482 
6, 415,597 
6, 621,  698 
3,665,637 

4. 765.724 
10,1.53, 370 
14,818, 254 
20, 668,531 

Corn. 

Bushels. 

75,602,011 
60,285,410 
38,157,208 
52,391,148 
30,667,783 
31,661,591 
41,645,620 
39,843, 323 
46,754,284 
66,517,282 

Spring  wheat 
Bushels. 

16, 655, 218 
13,675,941 
7,434,783 
5,854,521 
12, 996,124 
7, 715,030 
10,500,  918 
17,642, 628 
6,365,790 
3,637, 232 

Winter  wheat 
Bushels. 

- 

5,120,240 
1,719,720 
9,429,565 
5,201,303 
4,441,460 
1,501,665 
2,648,956 
6, 019,271 
3,060,541 
9,156,010 
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RULES 

' GOVEENING  THE  INSPECTION  OE  GEAIN  IN  THE  CITY 
OE  CHICAGO,  STATE  OE  ILLINOIS. 

In  Eoece  eeom  and  aftee  Octobee  7th,  1889. 


The  following  are  the  rules  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Eailroad 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  establishing  a proper  number  and 
standard  of  grades  for  the  inspection  of  grain,  as  revised  by  them; 
the  same  to  take  effect  on  and  after  the  7th  day  of  October,  1889,  • 
in  lieu  of  all  rules  on  the  same  subject  heretofore  existing. 

John  E.  Wheelee, 

Isaac  N.  Phillips, 

W.  L.  Ceim, 

Commissioners, 

J.  H.  Paddock,  Secretary. 


Eule  1.— Wintee  Wheat. 

No.  I White  Winter  Wheat — shall  be  pure  White  Winter  Wheat, 
or  Eed  and  White  mixed;  sound,  plump  and  well  cleaned. 

No.  2 White  Winter  Wheat — shall  be  White  Winter  Wheat,  or 
Eed  and  White  mixed;  sound  and  reasonably  cleaned. 

No.  3 White  Winter  Wheat — shall  include  White  Winter  Wheat, 
or  Eed  and  White  mixed,  not  clean  and  plump  enough  for  No. 
2,  but  weighing  not  less  than  fifty-four  pounds  to  the  measured 
bushel. 

No.  4 White  Winter  Wheat — shall  include  White  Winter  Wheat, 
damp,  musty,  or  from  any  cause  so  badly  damaged  as  to  render  it 
unfit  for  No.  3. 

No.  I Long  Eed  Winter  Wheat — shall  be  pure  Eed  Winter 
Wheat  of  the  long-berried  varieties;  sound,  plump  and  well-cleaned. 
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No.  2 Long  Eed  Winter  Wheat — shall  be  of  the  same  varieties 
as  No.  1,  sound  and  reasonably  clean. 

Turkish  Eed  Winter  Wheat — The  grades  of  Nos.  1 and  2 Turkish 
Eed  Winter  Wheat  shall  correspond  with  the  grades  of  Nos.  1 and 
2 Eed  Winter  Wheat,  except  that  they  shall  be  of  the  Turkish 
variety. 

In  case  of  mixture  of  Turkish  Eed  Winter  Wheat  with  Eed 
Winter  Wheat,  it  shall  be  graded  according  to  the  quality  thereof, 
and  classed  as  Turkish  Wheat. 

No.  1 Eed  Winter  Wheat— shall  be  pure  Eed  Winter  Wheat  of 
both  light  and  dark  colors,  of  the  shorter-berried  varieties;  sound, 
plump  and  well-cleaned. 

No.  2 Eed  Winter  Wheat — shall  be  Eed  Winter  Wheat  of  both 
light  and  dark  colors;  sound  and  reasonably  clean. 

No.  3 Eed  Winter  Wheat— shall  include  Eed  Winter  Wheat  not 
clean  and  plump  enough  for  No.  2,  but  weighing  not  less  than 
fifty-four  pounds  to  the  measured  bushel. 

No.  4.  Eed  Winter  Wheat — shall  include  Eed  Winter  Wheat, 
damp,  musty,  or  from  any  cause  so  badly  damaged  as  to  render  it 
unfit  for  No.  3. 

In  case  of  the  mixture  of  Eed  and  White  Winter  Wheat,  it  shall 
be  graded  according  to  the  quality  thereof,  and  classed  as  White 
Winter  Wheat. 

No.  1 Colorado  Wheat — shall  be  sound,  plump  and  well  cleaned. 

No.  2 Colorado  Wheat — Shall  be  sound,  reasonably  clean,  and 
of  good  milling  quality. 

No.  3 Colorado  Wheat — shall  include  Colorado  Wheat,  not  clean 
and  plump  enough  for  No.  2,  but  weighing  not  less  than  fifty-four 
pounds  to  the  measured  bushel. 

Eule  2 — Seeing  Wheat. 

No.  1 Hard  Spring  Wheat — shall  be  sound,  plump  and  well 
cleaned. 

No.  2 Hard  Spring  Wheat — shall  be  sound,  reasonably  clean,  and 
of  good  milling  quality. 

No.  1 Spring  Wheat — shall  be  sound  plump  and  well  cleaned. 

No.  2 Spring  Wheat  shall  be  sound,  reasonably  clean,  and  of 
good  milling  quality. 

No.  3 Spring  Wheat— shall  include  all  inferior,  shrunken  or  dirty 
Spring  Wheat,  weighing  not  less  than  fifty-three  pounds  to  the 
measured  bushel. 

'No.  4 Spring  Wheat — shall  include  Spring  Wheat  damp,  musty, 
grown,  badly  bleached,  or  for  any  cause  which  renders  it  unfit 
for  No.  3. 
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White  Spring  Wheat — The  grades  of  Nos.  1,  2 and  3 White  Spring 
Wheat  shall  correspond  with  the  grades  of  Nos.  1,  2 and  3 Spring 
Wheat,  except  tjiat  they  shall  be  of  the  White  variety,  or  shall 
contain  5 per  cent.,  or  more,  of  such  White  Wheat. 

Black  Sea  and  Flinty  Ffife  Wheat — shall  in  no  case  be  inspected 
higher  than  No.  2,  and  Rice  Wheat  no  higher  than  No.  4. 

Rule  2|. — Mixed  Wheat. 

The  grades  of  Nos.  2 and  3 Mixed  Wheat  shall  be  equal  in 
quality  to  the  grades  of  Nos.  2 and  3 Red  Winter  Wheat,  except 
that  they  shall  include  mixtures  of  Spring  and  Winter  Wheat, 

Rule  3. — Coen. 

No.  1 Yellow  Corn — shall  be  yellow,  sound,  dry,  plump  and  well 
cleaned. 

No.  2 Yellow  Corn — shall  ^^be  three-fourths  yellow,  dry,  reason- 
ably clean,  but  not  plump  enough  for  No.  1. 

No.  3 Yellow  Corn — shall  be  three-fourths  yellow,  reasonably  dry 
and  reasonably  clean,  but  not  efficiently  sound  for  No.  2. 

No.  1 White  Corn — shall  be  sound,  dry,  plump  and  well  cleaned. 

No.  2 White  Corn — shall  be  seven-eighths  white,  dry,  reasonably 
clean,  but  not  plump  enough  for  No.  1. 

No.  3 White  Corn — shall  be  seven-eights  white,  reasonably  dry 
and  reasonably  clean,  but  not  sufficiently  sound  for  No.  2. 

No.  1 Corn — -shall  be  Mixed  Corn,  of  choice  quality,  sound,  dry, 
and  w'ell  cleaned. 

No.  2 Corn — shall  be  Mixed  Corn,  dry,  reasonably  clean,  but 
not  good  enough  for  No.  ]. 

No.  3 Corn — shall  be  Mixed  Corn,  reasonably  dry  and  reason- 
ably clean,  but  not  sufficiently  sound  for  No.  2. 

No.  4 Corn — shall  include  all  Corn  not  wet  or  in  heating  con- 
dition that  is  unfit  to  grade  No.  3. 

Rule  4. — Oats. 

No.  1 White  Oats — shall  be  white,  sound,  clean  and  reasonably 
free  from  other  grain. 

No.  2 White  Oats — shall  be  seven-eighths  white,  sweet,  reason- 
ably clean,  and  reasonably  free  from  other  grain. 

No.  3 White  Oats — shall  be  seven-eights  white,  but  not  sufficient- 
ly sound  and  clean  for  No.  2. 

No.  1 Oats — shall  be  Mixed  Oats,  sound,  clean,  and  reasonably 
free  from  other  grain. 

No.  2 Oats — shall  be  sweet,  reasonably  clean,  and  reasonably  free 
from  other  grain. 
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No.  3 Oats — shall  be  all  Oats  that  are  damp,  unsound,  dirty,  or 
from  any  other  cause  unfit  for  No.  2. 

Eule  5. — Eye. 

No.  1 Eye — shall  be  sound,  plump  and  well  cleaned. 

No.  2 Eye — shall  be  sound,  reasonably  clean,  and  reasonably  free 
. from  other  grain. 

No.  3 Eye — All  Eye  damp,  musty,  dirty,  or  from  any  cause  un- 
fit for  No.  2,  shall  be  graded  as  No.  3. 

Eule  6. — Bakley. 

No.  1 Barley — shall  be  plump,  bright,  clean  and  free  from  other 
grain. 

No.  2 Barley — shall  be  sound,  of  healthy  color,  not  plump 
enough  for  No.  1,  reasonably  clean,  and  reasonably  free  from  other 
grain. 

No.  3 Barley— shall  include  slightly  shrunken  and  otherwise 
slightly  damaged  Barley,  not  good  enough  for  No.  2. 

No.  4 Barley — shall  include  all  Barley  fit  for  malting  purposes, 
not  good  enough  for  No.  3. 

No  5 Barley — shall  include  all  Barley  which  is  badly  damaged, 
or  from  any  cause  unfit  for  malting  purposes,  except  that  Barley 
which  has  been  chemically  treated  shall  not  be  graded  at  all. 

Scotch  Barley — The  grades  of  Nos.  1,  2 and  3 Scotch  Barley 
shall  correspond  in  all  respects  with  the  grades  of  Nos.  1,  2 and 
3 Barley,  except  that  they  shall  be  of  the  Scotch  variety. 

Bay  Brewing  Barley — The  grades  of  Nos.  1,  2 and  3 Bay  Brew- 
ing Barley  shall  conform  in  all  respects  to  the  grades  of  Nos.  1, 
2 and  3 Barley,  except  that  they  shall  be  of  the  Bay  Brewing 
variety  grown  in  the  territories  and  on  the  Pacific  coast. 

Chevalier  Barley — The  grades  of  Nos.  1,  2 and  3,  Chevalier 
Barley  shall  conform  in  all  respects  to  the  grades  of  Nos.  1,  2 
a,nd  3 Barley,  except  that  they  shall  be  of  the  Chevalier  variety 
grown  in  the  territories  and  on  the  Pacific  coast. 

Eule  7. 

The  word  “new”  shall  be  inserted  in  each  certificate  of  in- 
spection of  a newly  harvested  crop  of  Oats,  until  the  15th  of 
August;  of  Eye  until  the  first  day  of  September;  of  Wheat  until 
the  first  day  of  November;  and  of  Barley  until  the  first  day  of 
May  of  each  year.  This  change  shall  be  construed  as  establishing 
a new  grade  for  the  time  specified,  to  conform  in  every  particular 
to  the  existing  grades  of  grain,  excepting  the  distinctions  of  “new” 
and  “old.” 
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PiULE  8. 

All  grain  that  is  warm,  or  that  is  in  a heating  condition,  or  is 
otherwise  unfit  for  warehousing,  shall  not  be  graded. 

Kule  9. 

All  inspectors  shall  make  their  reasons  for  grading  grain,  when 
necessary  fully  known  by  notations  on  their  books.  The  weight 
alone  shall  not  determine  the  grade. 

Kule  10. 

Each  inspector  is  required  to  ascertain  the  weight  per  measured 
bushel  of  each  lot  of  wheat  inspected  by  him,  and  note  the  same 
on  his  book. 


Kule  1. — Hours  of  Service. 

Assistant  Inspectors  and  Helpers  will  be  at  their  posts  and 
ready  for  business  on  the  railroad  tracks  or  at  the  elevators  to 
which  they  may  be  assigned,  at  7 o’clock  A.  M.  each  morning 
from  the  15th  day  of  March  to  the  loth  day  of  November,  and  at 
8 o’clock  A.  M.  during  the  remainder  of  the  year.  They  will  re- 
main at  their  posts  until  6 o’clock  P.  M.  from  the  15th  day  of 
April  until  the  1st  day  of  October  and  until  5 o’clock  P.  M. 
during  the  remainder  of  the  year. 

Kule  II. — Earlier  Hours. 

When  the  receipts  are  large,  and  the  interests  of  the  trade  re- 
quire an  earlier  inspection,  all  Assistant  Inspectors  and  Helpers 
assigned  to  duty  on  the  track  will  begin  work  at  as  early  an  hour 
as  practicable. 

Kule  III. — Evening  Work. 

Inspectors  stationed  at  elevators  will,  when  necessary  to  com- 
plete the  cargo  or  shipment  upon  which  they  may  be  engaged, 
remain  on  duty  as  late  in  the  evening  as  they  can  see  to  inspect 
grain  safeh". 

Kule  IY. — Wet  Weather  and  Darkness. 

No  Inspector  stationed  at  an  elevator  is  authorized  to  inspect 
out  of  store  after  dark  or  in  wet  weather,  except  on  receipt,  per- 
sonally, or  through  the  office  of  the  Chief  Inspector,  of  an  order 
written  upon  the  printed  blanks,  furnished  by  the  department, 
filled  and  signed  by  the  owner  of  the  grain,  or  his  authorized 
agent,  relieving  such  Inspector  of  all  responsibility  for  damage 
which  may  be  caused  by  such  wet  weather  or  loss  by  such  erroi*s 
as  are  liable  to  occur  by  reason  of  darkness;  but  in  every  case 
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the  Inspector  must  be  personally  present  when  the  grain  is  actually 
delivered  on  board,  making  his  report  of  the  inspection  after  such 
actual  delivery. 

The  Chief  Inspector  of  Grain  is  hereby  authorized  to  collect  on 
and  after  November  1,  1889,  on  all  grain  inspected  under  his 
direction  as  follows: 

For  in-inspection,  30  cents  per  car  load;  10  cents  per  wagon  or 
cart  load;  40  cents  per  1,000  bushels  from^  canal  boats;  J of  1 
cent  per  bushel  from  bags. 

For  out-inspection,  50  cents  per  1,000  bushels  to  vessels;  35 
cents  per  car  load  to  cars;  35  cents  per  car  load  to  teams,  or  10 
cents  per  wagon  load  to  teams.  ^ 3 

P.  Bird  Price, 

Chief  Inspector, 
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EEPORT  OF  WAREHOUSE  REGISTRAR. 


Office  of  Warehouse  Registrar, 
Chicago,  III.,  Not.  1,  1889. 

Hon.  John  R.  Wheeler,  Chairman  Board  of  Railroad  and  Ware- 
house Commissioners,  Springfield,  III.: 

Dear  Sir:  I have  the  honor  to  present  herewith  the  Nine- 
teenth Annual  Report  of  the  Registration  Department  for  the 
year  ending  October  31,  1889. 

The  year  has  been  one  of  exceeding  prosperity  as  yon  will  see 
by  the  amount  of  business  as  shown  in  the  accompanying  tubles, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  our  storage  capacity  has  been 
decreased  1,675,000  bushels  during  the  year  by  the  withdrawal  of 
licensed  houses. 

Our  receipts  into  store  have  exceeded  by  10,000,000  bushels  any 
year  since  1880,  leaving  us  but  9,000,000  bushels  short  of  that 
phenomenal  }’ear,  the  gi*eatest  within  the  history  of  the  depart- 
ment. 

The  shipments  out  of  store  were  13,000,000  bushels  greater  than 
any  year  since  1880,  and  are  but  3,000,000  bushels  less  than  they 
were  during  that  year. 

This  certainly  is  a veiy  satisfactory  showing,  not  only  because 
of  the  great  volume  of  business  transacted  by  the  Chicago  eleva- 
tors, but  it  continues  to  show  the  growing  popularity  of  our  sys- 
tem of  State  grain  inspection. 

By  referring  to  my  reports  for  the  years  1886  and  1887,  you 
will  find  my  recommendation  on  the  periodical  weighing  over  of 
all  grain  in  store  in  regular  warehouses  as  often  as-  once  a year. 
Tour  honorable  predecessors  endorsed  the  recommendation,  and 
in  their  annual  report  to  the  Governor,  favored  the  passage  of 
such  a law  as  would  accomplish  so  desirable  a result,  believing 
such  a law  would  be  of  practical  benefit  to  this  department,  and 
that  it  would  not  seriously  inconvenience  the  successful  manag- 
ment  of  the  elevators  under  your  jurisdiction.  I trust  your  hon- 
orable Board  will  also  concur  in  the  recommendation. 
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STORAGE  CAPACITY. 

The  storage  capacity  of  regular  elevators  October  31,  1888,  was 
30,645,000  bushels.  During  the  year  just  closed  that  amount  has  been 
decreased  1,675,000  bushels  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  Pacific  “A” 
and  the  Danville  elevators  which  were  changed  into  cleaning  houses, 
and  the  Hess  “A”  and  “B”  and  Swannell  elevators,  which  were 
temporarily  made  “regular”  to  meet  a pressing  demand  for  addi- 
tional storage,  being  no  longer  required  for  that  purpose,  are 
withdrawn  from  the  list  of  regular  warehouses,  leaving  at  this 
time  a total  storage  capacity  of  28,970,000  bushels  in  twenty-nine 
elevators. 

RECEIPTS. 

Total  amounts  of  all  kinds  of  grain  received  into  store  in  ware- 
houses of  class  “A”  during  the  year  as  shown  in  Exhibit  “A” — 7, 
was  98,635,862  bushels,  from  148,534  cars  and  465  canal  boats. 

A comparison  of  receipts  during  the  year  with  the  preceding 
year,  1888,  shows  an  increase  of  20,040,260  bushels  of  grain,  from 
28,870  cars  and  146  canal  boats. 


INSPECTION. 


Total  number  of  cars  graded  by  the  inspection  department  dur- 
ing the  year  was  249,883,  an  increase  of  38,065.  over  the  number 
inspected  in  1888;  as  but  148,534  of  these  cars  were  received  into 
store,  the  balance  was  either,  sold  on  track  or  shipped  to  seaboard 
by  rail  or  boat  without  transferring  to  elevators. 


CAR  AVERAGES. 

The  following  table  will  show  the  average  number  of  bushels 
of  each  kind  of  grain  received  from  cars  during  the  year: 

Wheat !.  582 

Corn 581 

Oats 1,016 

Eye 585 

Barley 647 


I APPEALS. 

Your  Committee  of  Appeals,  to  which  was  referred  1,861  cases 
during  the  year,  sustained  the  inspection  of  the  department  in 
914,  and  raised  the  grade  from  that  of  the  original  inspection  in 
947  cases. 


GRAIN  IN  STORE. 

The  amount  of  each  kind  of  grain  in  store  on  the  31st  day  of 
October  is:  Wheat  2,366,166  bushels;  corn,  2,127,857  bushels;  oats, 
2,982,543  bushels;  rye,  515,041  bushels;  barley,  385,618  bushels; 
making  a total  of  8,377,225  bushels,  a decrease  of  4,145,181  bushels^ 
as  compared  with  the  amount  in  store  October  31,  1888. 
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The  tabulated  statements  herewith  presented  will  show  the  busi- 
ness in  detail  transacted  by  this  department  during  the  year  end- 
ing October  31,  1889. 

On  the  8th  day  of  May  last  your  honorable  Board  favored  me 
with  a re-appointment  to  my  present  position.  In  thanking  you 
for  the  honor  conferred  I desire  to  say  that  it  has  been  my  am- 
bition to  so  conduct  the  business  of  this  office  as  not  only  to 
merit  your  earnest  approval  but  to  always  please  the  patrons  of 
the  department.  As  no  complaints  have  been  made  my  conclusion 
is  that  neither  you  nor  they  are  displeased  with  the  results  of 
your  action.  The  employes  are  intelligent,  honest,  faithful  and 
courteous  gentlemen,  always  performing  their  duties  efficiently  and 
well. 

I desire  for  each  of  them  a continuance  of  your  official  favor. 
Thanking  you  for  the  confidence  reposed  in  the  management  and 
work  of  the  department  during  your  official  term  and  trusting 
we  may  merit  your  continued  approval,  I have  the  honor  to  re- 
main. 

Very  respectfully  your, 

J.  W.  Burst,  Warehouse  Registrar. 
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Exhibit  A — 1. 


Eeceipts  into  Store — Winter  Wheat  hy  Bail 
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Central  B 

2,994 

306,994 
343,926 
172,  965 
39, 708 
219,348 
660,607 
109,558 

630,103 

50,216 

12,288 

13,792 

721 

991, 028 
695,626 

C.,B.  Q.,C.  and  T) 

i,436 

2, 320 

7,192 

2,356 

328,464 
97, 167 
2, 466 

City, Union  and  St.  Paul  .... 

5,682 

291,962 

Galena  and  Iowa 

409 

42, 583 
665, 348 

Rock  Island,  A and  B 

2,548 

2,324 

510 

607 

5,  690 

389,531 
2,124,339 
274,012 
886,087 
77, 084 

42,663 

189,561 

1,420 

625 

4, 961 
4, 690 

Wabash  and  Indiana 

4,383 

462 

5,864 

36, 126 

3,027,894 

385,962 

1,075,480 

99,459 

664,994 

Armour 

Santa  Fe 

497 

1,063 

3,477 

183,731 
8, 869 
465,828 
461,789 

Pacific  B 

2,887 

10,619 

National  and  St.  Louis 

2, 663 
405 

183,550 

12,953 

Alton  and  Annex 

1,047 

291,965 

9,141 

636 

764,983 

333,836 

93,375 

11,203 

Neely 

510 

2,630 

431 

153,253 

160, 062 

13,667 

3,283 

311 

Illinois  River 

2,565 

2, 451 

744 

81,540 

5,764 

Sibley  

11,203 

Totals 

11,437 

13,916 

6,295 

64, 534 

3,126,576 

5,537,573 

363,118 

20, 284 

9,143,733 

See  Exhibit  A— 8. 


Winter  Wheat  hy  Canal. 


Warehouses. 

3 Red 

No  grade ... 

Totals 

St.  Louis 

18,164 

5,396 

8,059 

43,574 

901 

4,511 

22,675 
5,396 
8,059 
44, 138 
901 

Illinois  River 

City 

Union 

564 

Alton 

Totals 

76,094 

5,075 

81, 169 

Shipments — Winter  Wheat 


Warehouses. 


Central  B 

C.,  B.  & Q,.,C  and  D .. 
Union,  St.  Paul.,  N.- 

W.  and  City 

Galena  and  Iowa 

Rock  Island  A 

"Wabash  and  Indiana.. 
National  and  St.  Louis 

Armour 

Santa  Fe 

Pacific 

Alton  and  Annex 

Neely 

Illinois  River 

Sibley  B 


1,161 


409 

2,982 


638 


3,452 

2.324 


1,082 

4,383 


510 

497 


462 

1,043 


3,259 


1,047 

3,*539 


431 


Totals 


11,203 


14,947  2,699 


7,332 

6,682 

2, 356 


559 


8,349 
13, 509 
12,188 
5,467 
3,477 
2,505 
1,439 


744 


301,942 
326, 105 

171,664 
53,827 
230,226 
732, 215 
447,560 
92,325 
131,093 
12, 736 
453,080 
71,743 


753,079 

343,820 

188,009 
2,466 
428, 998 
2, 095,619 
240, 893 
416,012 
833,408 
47,176 
309, 133 
158,459 
146,136 
11.203 


559 


64,048 


3,024,516 


5,974,411 


56,238 

13,441 

12,761 
409 
42,272 
175, 819 
17, 448 
1,420 


721 


2,478 

2,514 

4,511 


50,  565 
11, 871 
10,427 


1,625 

1,174 

311 


1,120,359 

694,836 

378, 119 
56, 702 
717, 909 
3,026, 383 
722,600 
516, 196. 
669,518 
70. 105 
816’,  889 
243,678 
164,908 
11,203 


400, 359 


16,668 


9,509,405 
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Exhibit  A — 2. 


Keceipts  into  Stobe— Spring  Wheat  hy  Rail, 


Warehouses. 

3 Mixed 

2 Hard 

10 

os 

No  grade... 

2 Colorado  . 

10 

3 White 

Totals 

Central  A & B 

31,456 

72,417 

121,724 

44,511 

35,384 

6,759 

502,151 

616 
89,590 
14,047 
40,757 
21,029 
3,238 
52,761 
498 
66, 539 

1,941 
26,  422 
18,  255 
3, 516 
7,443 
10, 697 
44,276 

34, 013 
249,719 
156,547 
89,782 
64,930 
24,946 
652,242 
498 

216,021 
41,664 
750,740 
67,749 
102, 753 

C.,B.  & Q.,C.  and  D.. 

7,iii 

2,521 

54,149 

City  and  St.  Paul 

Galena  and  Iowa 

998 

Rock  Island  A 

1,074 
2, 239 
36,-998 

Indiana 

2,013 
14, 958 

Armour 

590 

508 

Santa  Fe 

Pacific  B 

107,390 
26,365 
622, 116 
64,050 
41,638 

22,114 
15,299 
.49,058 
' 3, 370 
2,738 

i9,4^ 

490 

St.  Louis 

Alton  and  Annex 

609 

73,699 
329 
50, 040 

5,258 

Neely 

Illinois  River 

497 

1, 029 

6,811 

Totals 

497 

2,636 

1, 675,961 

413, 143 

205, 129 

51, 379 

590 

508 

101,761 

2,451,604: 

See  Exhibit  A— S. 


Spring  Wheat  hy  Canal. 


Warehouses. 

lO 

05' 

Totals 

4,946 

4,946 

Neely 

5,008 

5, 008 

Totals 

5, 008 

4,946 

9, 954 

Shipments— Wheat. 


Warehouses. 


Central  A and  B 

Dole  B,  C and  D 

N.-W.,City,  Fulton,  Union  and  St,  P’l 

Air  Line,  Galena  & Iowa 

Rock  Island  A 

Wabash  and  Indiana 

National  and  St.  Louis 

Armour 

Santa  Fe 

Pacific  B 

Alton 

Neely 

Illinois  River 


43, 

399, 

146, 

43, 

45, 

40, 

63, 

262, 


759, 

1,253, 

176, 

37, 


395 


1,530 
108,459 
18, 573 
38,481 
19,709 
5,979 
614 
29,278 
1,617 
20, 208 
163,883 
329 


7. 141 
2,074 


430 
16,975 
12,534! 
2,622l..;.  ..  I 

6,460' : 

4,977 

15,299| i 

35,202  14,958' 

,1 


21,904  19, 488,. 

(5R  n 


68,  508 
846 
4,564 


Totals  . 


875 


3,271,491 


443,559  190,321 


33,661 


590 


502 


45, 

565, 

180, 

84, 

71. 

51, 

79, 

343, 

1, 

821, 

1,491, 

177, 


145 

659 

047 

314 

520 

173 

563 

270 

617 

611 

358. 

842 

26& 


49,3861  590  34,163 

i I 


3, 990,385 


Keceipts  into  Store — Corn  hy  Rail.  . 
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Total. 

10,082,229 
13, 515, 893 
2,092,198 
1,623,804 
7,852,852 
5,155,458 
3,332,859 
6,783,247 
957,444 
2,045,228 
264,  949 
450,244 

60,756,465 

No  grade. 

" ; M ; M N 

968 

86,295 
459, 437 
25,236 
165,878 
224, 145 
60,314 
42, 257 
24,810 
552 
8, 139 
995 
3,968 

1,102,026 

eo 

923,910 
4,331,744 
935,949 
1,952,238 
2,  635,138 
620,  924 
1,130,266 
1,729,208 
342,958 
88,446 
118,263 
98,  636 

I 

tp' 

3. 284. 107 
5,807,505 
1,106,594 
3,444, 258 

3.319. 108 
1,105, 666 
1,699,446 
3, 066,061 

504,388 
1,199,042 
103, 804 
227,  630 

§ 

CO 

tp' 

d 

3 

White. 

GOCOiOJOt—  -1- 

0 C?  GO  T-i  CO  0 C'?  • 0 

GO  CO  0 T- Tf  TP  CO  ‘TP 

lO  r-TcTiO  of  . rH 

00  CJ  0 TP  CO  Cl  ; 

691,015 

2 

White. 

1,026,900 
144, 175 
17, 706 
71,723 
92,399 
736,266 
22,  731 
137,829 
451 
207,658 
613 

2,488,451 

3 

Yellow. 

773,209 
908, 574 
238,838 
592,674 
461,722 
671,165 
191,821 
482,060 
55,687 
44,080 
1,023 
30,764 

4,451,617 

2' 

Yellow. 

3,881,564 
1,763,116 
301,822 
1,368,979 
1,050. 919 
1,723, 395 
204, 925 
1,244,014 
48,305 
468,042 
40,251 
87,839 

12,183, 171 

Warehouses. 

Central  A and  B 

C.,  B.  & 0,.,  A,C,D  and  Annex 

City,  Union  and  St.  Paul 

Galena  and  Iowa 

Rock  Island  A and  B 

Wahash  and  Indiana 

Armour 

Santa  Fe i . . 

Pacific  B 

St.  Louis 

Alton 

Neely 

Totals 

<s> 


Shipments — Corn. 
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Total. 

liliiiiililis 

CiO'^£-acoi5^cc'®rH' 

i 

1 

s' 

No  grade. 

5 :ii  : i : : : : 
:»  : : : : i : 

1 

Tjl 

gliiiliigi 

g|¥|g's®?s 

;CO 

1,069, 637 

cc 

iliiiiigliii 

sgiii¥isgi=s 

16,500,706 

illiigiiiiii 

i¥ii;i¥p¥Fi 

COt-NCCeO  r-lr-TcO 

8 

1 

s 

3 

White. 

iliiiiiiil 

Il'S'Si'SSSS" 

i 

1 

3 

White. 

1,045,586 
161,9.54 
53, 787 
90,140 
104,234 
206, 135 
217,047 
31,778 
182,989 
1,054 
613 
440 
670 

2, 096,417 

3 

Yellow. 

fiJi¥gs||s-¥ 

I 

1 

2 

Yellow. 

iiiiiiiiiiiS 

T-  .-1  1-1 

12,376,660 

I 

1 

Central  A and  B 

C.,  B.  & q..  A,  B,  Cand  D 

City,  Union  and  St.  Paul 

Galena  and  Iowa 

Kock  Island  A and  B 

Wabash  and  Indiana 

St.  Louis 

Armour 

Santa  Fe, 

Pacific  B 



3 1 

§ 4 

S o 

5 c- 
2 ^ 

Exhibit  A— 4. 


Eeceipts  into  Store — Oats  hy  Bail. 


3 

No 

grade . 

130,804 

160,131 

101,323 
32, 988 
36,958 

1, 821 

153, 346 

2,430 

2,086 

94, 967 

2,750 

5,754 

22,285 

25,627 

821 

87,951 

854,220 

7,822 

Warehouses. 


2 

White. 


3 

White. 


Total. 


Central  B 

C.,  B.  & Q,.,  A,  C,  D and  Annex. 

City,  Union  & St.  Paul 

Galena  & Iowa 

Rock  Island  A and  B 

Wabash  & Indiana 

Armour 

Santa  Pe 

Pacific  B 

National  &St.  Louis 

Alton 

Neelv 

Sibley 


Totals. 


289,200 
454, 752 
563,513 
144,975 
340, 685 
239,027 
529,220 
169,108 
337, 089 
24,412 
28,392 
94,575 


885,951 
1,818,380 
1, 559, 347 
444, 366 
1,150,767 
665, 972 
338,266 
1,783, 988 
446,313 
91,190 
702,472 
189, 021 
110, 518 


2, 416, 922 
421, 704 
220,150 
75,327 
112,  235 
367, 651 
603, 660 
550,998 
355, 045 
389,778 
397,814 
136,944 
8,892 


3,214,948 


10,186,551 


6,057,120 


3,722,877 
2,854,967 
2.446, 154 
'697,656 
1,640, 645 
1,428,426 
1,473,232 
2,601,811 
1,144,201 
505, 380 
1,150, 963 
446, 988 
207,361 


20,320,661 


See  Exhibit  A— 8. 


Oats  hy  Canal. 


Warehouses.  , 

2 

White. 

3 

White. 

2 

Total. 

Indiana 

13,894 
136,857 
186, 180 
107, 837 
13,283 

39,. 532 
24,304 
158, 602 
34,252 

53,426 

162,373 

385,853 

143,608 

13,283 

St.  Louis 

1,212 

41,071 

1,519 

City 

Union 

Alton 

Totals 

43,802 

458, 051 

256,690 

758,543 

Shipments— Oa/s. 


Warehouses. 

1 

White. 

2 

White. 

3 

White. 

2 

3 

No 

grade . 

Total. 

Central  B 

258,052 
460, 309 
572,900 
131,199 
335,872 
429,291 
25,624 
365, 295 
74,375 
55,645 
1,000 
66,280 

909,769 
1,667,438 
1,885,215 
379,795 
1,161,864 
394,754 
228,047 
232,682 
2,000,668 
692,109 
711,625 
220, 750 
136,  382 

2,816,805 
345,091 
457,804 
69,234 
108,742 
669,843 
517, 456 
499,995 
616,176 
212,694 
62, 682 
247,249 

130, 327 
142,427 
144, 769 
33,902 
60,918 
74,389 

4, 114,953 
2, 615, 265 
3, 062, 509 
614,130 
1,667,396 
1,569,264 
771,127 
1,108,  616 
2,905,946 
1,050,  249 
780, 707 
561,912 
136, 382 

C.,B.  & 0,.,  A,  C and  D 

City,  Union  & St.  Paul 

1,821 

Galena  & Iowa 

Rock  Island  A and  B 

Wabash  & Indiana 

987 

National  & St.  Louis 

Armour 

10,644 

208,283 

89,801 

5,400 

27,633 

Santa  Fe 

6,444 

Pacific  B 

Alton 

Neely 

Sibley  B 

Totals 

987 

2,775,842 

10,621,098 

6,623, 771 

928, 493 

8, 265 

20,958,456 
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Exhibit  A — 5. 


Receipts  into  Stoee— hy  Bail 


Warehouses. 


Nosrade.  Total. 


1 

Central  B 1 

1 

106,329; 
327,964| 
136, 111! 

3,013 

257,258' 

64,347' 

256.292; 

36,75ol 

96,5011 

4,211.. 

110,540 

3^,406 

199,066 

5,296 

331,136 

79,390 

264,306 

39,653 

113,072 

C-,  B.  A Q.,  C and  D i 

Citv,  Union  A St.  Paul ! 

33,442  .. 
10,945  .. 

Towa  ' 

2 277  .. 

Rock  Island  A and  B ' 

Indiana ' 

23,923  

15.043  

Armour ' 

Santa  Fe ' 

7,978 
2.903  .. 

536 

Pacific  B ' 

•22. 571  

St.  Louis i 

19,539 

4.768  

24,357 

Alton 1 

Neely 

Illinois  River 

92,923 

11,974 

3,452 
107.065 
550  .. 

542 

2,243 

96,922 
1-21, -272 
550 

Sibley 

9,  soil 

6, 766  

16,657 

Totals 1 

1,470,457 

245,339 

3,321 

1,719,667 

See  Exhibit  A— S. 


Bye  hy  Canal. 


Warehouses.  j 

2 

3 

Total. 

Indiana 

lUinbis  River 

City 1 

Totals 

1 

i 

i 3,522 

10,457 

5,334j 

1 1 

5,539! 
33,007 
1 2.470 

3.5S 
5,539  ^ 

43.494 
7,304 

19,313 

41.096 

60,409 

Shipments — Bye. 


Warehouses. 


i 

Central  B I 

C.,  B.  A Q-,  C and  D , 

N.  W.,  City,  Union  & St.  Paul ; 

Iowa : 

Rock  Island  A and  B | 

Wabash  A Indiana j 

St.  Louis I 

Armour I 

Santa  Fe ! 

Pacific  B 

Alton 

Neely 

Illinois  River 

Sibley  B 


lS5,149j 

2S5,W5' 

3,01s, 

325,574, 

73,S11 

3S.i3l 

91.6131 

17,64S| 

101,312! 

S9,627 

10.634 

ia457| 

16.6961 


Totals 


1,1 


3 No  grade.;  Total. 

i 


4,3S7l. 
29,134  . 


10,S96;. 

10,S63; . 

53S  , 

3.943I 

94,173' 

33,5S7i 

271,S72j  3,7^, 


536 


963 

,243 


1S9.536 

477.656 

306,614 

3,013 

354,969 

S4.709 

33,231 

93.132 

2S,511 

101,350 

94.553 

107.060 

44.044 

47,700 


1,973,543 
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Exhibit  A — 6. 


Receipts  into  store — Barley  hy  Rail. 


Warehouses. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

N.  G. 

2 

Bay 

Brew- 

ing. 

3 

Bay 

Brew- 

ing. 

Total. 

•Oftritra.l  T$ 

21, 969 
22,006 
198, 681 
454,818 
73, 279 

111,072 
13,439 
188,275 
259, 123 
35, 314 

2,591 
737 
22, 490 
9,667 
605 

6,321 

141,953 
39,131 
427,822 
742, 850 
118,779 
618 
188,113 
3,976 
31,469 
1,342 

C.,  B.  & Q.  D 

1,290 
8, 142 
15,781 

1,095 

1,652 

1,577 

6,348 

564 
4, 148 
1, 884 
3,233 
618 

nit.y  and  St.  Paul 

4,434 

■Galena  and  Iowa 

Rock  Island  B 

Indiana 

Armour 

4,234 

66,825 

1,458 

87,799 
2,518 
6, 567 

28,415 

840 

Santa  Fe.. 

Pacific  B 

21, 408 

3,494 

Neely 

572 

770 

50, 855 

839,036 

704,107 

67, 999 

12, 167 

11,442 

10, 447 

1,696,053 

Shipments — Barley. 


Warehouses. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

N.  G. 

2 

Bay 

Brew- 

ing. 

3 

Bay 

Brew- 

ing. 

Total. 

Central  B 

20,730 
22,816 
137,007 
353,869 
72, 172 

89, 500 
8, 453 
166, 741 
207, 884 
32,861 

534 

6,321 

117,085 
35,119 
341, 694 

C.,  B.  & Q.  C and  D 

737 

i,095 

2,018 

Citv  and  St.  Paul 

7,396 

20,916 

8,451 

4,434 

1,652 

1,577 

3,548 

Galena  & Iowa 

1,884 

573,665 

Rock  Island  B 

6,348 

3,233 

114,614 

618 

Indiana 

618 

Armour 

57,418 

86,849 

28,415 
3, 494 

840 

173, 522 
10,061 
770 

Pacific  B 

6, 567 

NeeJv 

770 

7,396 

664,012 

598,855 

62,547 

11,595 

11,442 

11,301 

1,367,148 

E.  E.--10 


Exhibit  A— 7. 


Grand  Totals. 


Warehouses. 

Receipts 
by  Rail. 

Shipments. 

Central  A and  B i 

15,082,640 
17, 716,742 
6,213,739 
9,202,030 
10,623,740 
9, 717,232 
3,281,623 
6,297,214 
10,504,670 
2,1566,666 
3, 028,557 
1,421,431 
196, 678 
235,221 

16, 157,576 
20,267,454 
8,360,412 
9,238,468 
11,008,951 
7,704,081 
4,264,785 
5, 454,671 
10,758,559 
3,104,506 
3, 424, 647 
1,479,339 
287,496 
195,285 

Dole  & Co.  A,  B,  0 and  D and  Annex 

N.  W.,  City,  Fulton,  Union  and  St.  Paul 

Air  Line,  Galena  and  Iowa 

Bock  Island  A and  B 

Wabash  and  Indiana 

National  and  St.  Louis 

Armour 

Santa  Fe 

Pacific  B 

Alton  and  Annex 

Illinois  River 

Sibley  B , 

Total 

96,088,183 

101,706,230 

Receipts — By  ‘Canal. 


Warehouses. 

Bushels. 

96,665 
10,597 
610,277 
48, 890 

St.  Louis 

Illinois  River 

City 

724,673 
1,032, 657 
23,920 

Total 

2,547,679 
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Showing  the  Number  of  Cars  of  each  kind  of  Grain  received  into  the  several  Public  Warehouses. 
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Showing  the  Number  of  Cars,  Canal  Boats  o,nd  Vessels  from  which  Grain  was  received  into  the  several 
Public  Warehouses  of  Chicago  during  the  year  ending  October  51,  1889,  and  the  Number  of  said  Cars, 
Canal  Boats  and  Vessels,  Warehouse  Receipts  for  the  contents  of  which  have  not  been  Registered. 
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Vessels 


Canal  boats. 


Cars 


Vessels 


Canal  boats 


Cars , 
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Exhibit 
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Note.— Included  in  tlie  above  are  four  canal  boats  of  corn  and  one  canal  boat  of  rye,  changed,  and  one  canal  boat  of  wheat,  ten  canal  boats  of  corn,  four  canal 
boats  of  oats  and  two  canal  boats  of  rye  sustained. 


Comparative  Statement  of  the  Amount  of  Grain  Annually  Received  into  Store  hy  the  Puhhc  Ware- 
houses of  Chicago,  from  1881  to  1889,  both  inclusive,  and  of  the  Number  of  Cars,  Canal  Boats  and 
Vessels  from  which  such  Grain  was  received;  also,  the  Number  of  Bushels  Shipped  from  the  Public 
Warehouses  during  said  time. 
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05 

CO 

00 

98,635,862 
101,706,230 
148,534 
- 465 

1888. 

78,595,602 

73,708,947 

119,644 

319 

1 

1887. 

68,543,823 
75, 754,811 
108,402 
522 

1886. 

62,022,522 
61,747,0^8 
103, 597 
506 
1 

1885. 

51,175, 511 
46,178, 593 
90,404 
467 

1884. 

57, 556,974 
59,432,864 
103,233 
357 

1 

1883. 

78,724,751 
73,307,290 
143, 946 
464 
10 

00 

00 

57, 687,008 
64, 331, 863 
105,440 
580 
18 

00 

00 

88, 396,625 
85,910,846 
165,330 
952 
28 
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Inspected  on  track 227,109  171,218  235,213  210,822  212,270  201,103  189,130  211,818  249,883 

Keceived  into  store 165,330  105,440  143,946  103,233  90,404  103,957  108,402  119,644  148,534 

Inspected,  but  not  stored  61,779  65,778  91,267  107,589  121,866  97,146  80,728  92,174  101,249 
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Exhibit  F. 

Shoicing  the  Amounts  of  the  Different  Kinds  of  Grain  and  the 
Total  Amount  in  Store  in  the  Public  Warehouses  of  Chicago 
at  the  close  of  Each  Week  during  the  Year  ending  October 
31,  1889. 


Week  Ending, 

Wheat. 

Bushels. 

Corn. 

Bushels. 

Oats.  ^ 
Bushels. 

Eye. 

Bushels. 

Barley. 

Bushels. 

Total. 

Bushels. 

1888. 

November  3 

4, 440,760 

4,139,723 

2,924, 385 

707,264 

55,876 

12,268,008 

November  10 

4,419,779 

3,167, 352 

2, 949,506 

! 720, 225 

66,008 

11,322.870 

November  17 

4,449,658 

1,953,589 

2,816, 522 

j 705,273 

49,167 

9,974,209 

November  24 

4, 532,899 

2, 003, 933 

2,773,034 

665, 250 

45, 799 

10,020,915 

December  1 

4,580,096 

2, 103,465 

2,826,6.37 

704,388 

64,384 

10,278,970 

December  8 

4,548, 645 

1,728,351 

2,910,090 

740,155 

114,359 

10,041,600 

December  15 

4,569,377 

1,236,610 

3,088,582 

752,039 

171,3.38 

9, 817,946 

December  22 

4,615,829 

1,358, 507 

3,308, 997 

760,096 

186,982 

10,230,411 

December  29 

4,656,061 

1,670,7.58 

3, 459,869 

774, 279 

203,372 

10,764,339 

1889. 

January  5 

4,609,709 

1,786,282 

.3,456, 923 

796,473 

192,983 

10, 842,370 

January  12 

4,595,465 

1,995,826 

3, 475,213 

803,636 

190,117 

11,060.257 

January  19 

4,567, 154 

2,115,928 

3, 472. 726 

821,025 

188,013 

214,819 

11,164,846 

J anuary  26 

4, 513,442 

2, 207, 182 

3,383,310 

820, 536 

11,139, 289 

February  2 

4,438,726 

2,  416, 408 

3,415, 221 

840,217 

210, 486 

11,321,058 

February  9 

4,419,858 

2,614, 497 

3,511, 654 

851,079 

194,283 

11,591,371 

February  16 

4,445,117 

2,828,312 

3,580,331 

859,023 

191,469 

11.904,252 

February  23 

4, 479, 842 

3,076,817 

3, 699,478 

857, 355 

191,373 

12,304,865 

March  2 

4,441,595 

3,326,911 

3,828,870 

857, 164 

185,409 

12,639,949 

March  9 

4,443,641 

3,608,098 

3, 964,609 

8.51,114 

178,874 

13,046,336 

March  16 

4,431,097 

3,781,913 

3,996,924 

848,460 

155, 526 
135,988 

13,213,920 

March  23 

4, 364,217 

4,226,653 

4,057, 991 

849, 416 

13,634,265 

March  30 

4, 394,  619 

4,522, 088 

4,152,794 

863,712 

118,942 

14,052,155 

April  6 

4,461,053 

4, 244, 317 

4, 2.31, 527 

875,574 

119,654 

13, 932,125 

April  13 

4,437,  537 

4, 277, 669 

4, 106,928 

792, 231 

106, 481 

13,720,846 

April  20 

4,252,452 

4,:387,810 

3,954,499 

786,454 

83,121 

13, 464, 336 

April  27 

4, 137,495 

3,957,697 

4, 294, 610 

815,517 

67,519 

13,272,838 

Mav  4 

3,803,499 

2, 759,019 

4,436,517 

702. 839 

68, 196 

11, 770,070 

May  11 

3,612,226 

1,925,959 

4,163,945 

685, 887 

47, 065 

10,435,082 

May  18 

3,444,126 

1,892,723 

3.516,991 

684,. 384 

60,018 

9,598, 162 

Mav  25 

3,243,270 

2,979,318 

3, 312,290 

663,182 

40, 799 

10,238, 859 

June  1 

3, 212,034 

4,133,015 

3,461,865 

658, 776 

37,284 

11,502,974 

June  8 

3,062,982 

3,906,537 

2,914,914 

623, 308 

25,057 

10, 532.798 

June  15 

2,953,044 

2,894, 176 

2,407, 580 

567.785 

17, 4:33 

8,840,018 

June  22 

2,828,896 

2,084,4.53 

1,942,  459 

494,029 

18,098 

7,367,935 

J line  29 

2,479, 547 

1,819,640 

1, 969,989 

477, 282 

18, 109 

6, 764,567 

July  6 

2, 199,642 

1,891,593 

2,039, 7.35 

467, 768 

13, 048 

6, 611,786 

July  13 

1,962,530 

2,215, 429 

2,022, 969 

440,689 

10,872 

6, 652,489 

July  20 

1, 920,214 

1, 371, 219 
1, 484,022 

2,009,806 

370, 108 
360, 488 

10,240 

5,681,587 

July  27 

2,121,539 

1,627,820 

10,240 

5,604,109 

August  3 

2,39.3,302 

1,291, 421 

1,261,713 

361,874 

10,240 

5, 318,550 

August  10 

2,247,057 

2, 189,731 

1,892,055 

354,400 

9,503 

6,692,746 

August  17 

1,977,835 

2,689,193 

2,352,999 

370,948 

10,881 

7,401,856 

August  24 

1,925,173 

3,431,839 
3,  952,820 

2, 639,471 

406, 101 

10,881 

8,413,465 

August  31 

1,979,889 

2,921, 741 

480,245 

10,881 

9, 345,576 

September  7 

1,872,700 

4, 263, 163 

3,008,701 

542,919 

24,720 

9,712,203 

September  14 

1,879,802 

4,321,206 

2,712, 9.58 

.580,726 

83,396 

9,578,088 

September  21 

1,9.58,845 

4,538,805 

2, 462,269 

633,536 

156, 264 

9,749,719 

September  28 

1,943,299 

4,411,041 

2,593,584 

657,036 

89,208 

9,694,168 

October  5 

2,044, 461 

3, 916, 283 

2,703,945 

526, 162 

123,354 

9,314,205 

October  12 

1, 947,679 

3,383,417 

2,958,615 

560. 635 

274,537 

9,124,883 

October  19 

2,198,  701 

3,058, 126 

2,861,^39 

449,995 

467,689 

9,036,2.50 

October  26 

2,366,166 

2, 127, 857 

2, 982,543 

515,041 

385,618 

8,377,225 
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No.  I. 

EEGEIYING,  SHIPPING,  TEANSPOETING  AND  WEIGH- 
ING  OF  GEAIN  IN  BULK. 


COMPLAINT. 

The  Board  of  Trade  of  the  City  of  Chicago,  Complainant, 

vs. 

Chicago  & Atlantic  By.  Co. — Chicago  & Eastern  Illinois  R.  R. 
Co. — Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Pittsburgh  R.  R.  Co. — Cincin^ 
nati,  Indianapolis,  St.  Louis  & Chicago  Ry.  Co. — Illinois 
Central  R.  R.  Co. — Lake  Shore  & Michigan  Southern  Ry. 
Co. — Louisville,  New  Albany  & Chicago  B.  B.  Co. — New 
York,  Chicago  & St.  Louis  Ry.  Co. — Pittsburgh,  Ft.  Wayne 
& Chicago  R.  R.  Co.,  and  Wabash,  St.  Louis  & Pacific 
Ry.  Respondents. 

Non-compliance  with  the  act  of  1887,  relating  to  the  receiving, 
shipment,  transportation  and  weighing  of  grain  in  bulk  by  railroad 
companies. 

Filed  February  27,  1889. 


OPINION  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

The  Commission  are  of  the  opinion  that  track  scales  which  are 
used  by  several  of  the  defendants  in  the  complaint,  do  not  com- 
ply with  the  statute.  The  law  requires  that  grain  transferred  and 
weighed  in  bulk  shall  be  accurately  weighed  in  “covered  hopper 
scales”  of  sufficient  capacity  to  weigh  an  entire  car  load  at  a single 
draught.  Track  scales  are  not  “hopper  scales,”  and  most  of  those 
in  use  are  not  covered  as  required  by  law,  and  those  not  covered 
being  subject  to  the  influence  of  wind  and  weather,  they  do  not 
meet  the  substantial  and  important  requirement  of  accuracy  in 
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weight.  It  is  not  within  our  province  to  waive  any  positive  re- 
quirement of  a law  of  the  State.  It  will  therefore  be  necessary 
for  the  roads  in  question  to  altogether  discontinue  the  use  of  the 
track  scale  for  the  weighing  of  grain  in  bulk  at  as  early  a day  as 
practicable.  The  law  has  now  been  in  force  nearly  two  years,  and 
it  seems  to  the  Board  it  is  time  its  terms  had  been  complied 
with. 

With  respect  to  the  “Jumbo”  machine,  it  appears  from  the  evi- 
dence before  us,  and  from  our  examination  of  the  machine,  that  it 
is  much  nearer  a compliance  with  the  statute  than  the  track  scale. 
Those  at  present  used  have  not  the  capacity  to  weigh  an  entire 
car  load  of  the  lighter  grains  at  a single  draught.  This  require- 
ment of  the  law  is  as  positive  as  any  of  the  others,  and  the  Com- 
mission haye  no  power  to  waive  it.  Then,  too,  the  evidence  be- 
fore us  is  quite  strong  to  the  point  that  the  “Jumbo”  scale  is 
much  more  liable  to  get  out  of  order  and  to  weigh  incorrectly  than 
a stationary  scale. 

The  system  of  weighing  grain  and  transferring  by  means  of  a 
transfer  warehouse  seems  to  the  Board  so  much  better  than  either 
of  the  other  systems,  that  we  are  constrained  to  recommend  the 
adoption  of  that  method  by  all  roads  where  the  same  is  practi- 
cable. 

Whether  or  not  a “Jumbo”  machine  of  increased  capacity  might 
not  be  regarded  as  a compliance  with  the  statute,  so  as  to  make 
the  same  available  to  those  roads  which  are  shown  to  receive 
small  amounts  of  grain,  is  a question  left  by  request  for  further 
consideration. 

Speingfield,  III.,  April  18,  1889. 

The  Commission  referring  again  to  the  complaint  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  the  city  of  Chicago  against  certain  railroads,  make  the 
following  ruling: 

That  the  “Jumbo”  machine  when  constructed  with  sufficient  ca- 
pacity to  weigh  an  entire  car  load  of  grain,  millstuffs  or  seeds  at 
a single  draught,  and  so  as  to  give  accurate  weights,  is  in  the 
opinion  of  this  Commission  a compliance  with  the  act  of  the  legis- 
lature under  which  said  complaint  is  made. 

Speingfield,  III.,  June  6,  1889. 
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No.  2. 

EXTOETIONATE  CHAEGES  FOE  THE  TEANSPOETATION 
OF  EAILEOAD  TIES. 


COMPLAINT. 

T.  J.  MosSy  Complainant, 
vs. 

Wiggins  Ferry  Company  and  East  St  Louis  Connecting  Bail- 
way Company.  Bespondents. 

Filed  September  5,  1888. 


OPINION  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

The  complaint  in  this  case  was  heard  fnlly  by  the  predecessors 
of  the  present  Commission  a considerable  time  before  their  retire- 
ment; but  the  Commission  as  then  constituted  appears  never  to 
have  arrived  at  a conclusion.  At-  least  none  was  ever  announced. 

The  important  question  in  this  case  is,  whether  the  Wiggins 
Ferry  Company,  by  reason  of  its  transaction  in  the  matter  out  of 
which  the  complaint  arises,  was  or  is  a “railroad  corporation”  with- 
in the  meaning  of  section  11,  of  the  act  of  1873,  concerning  extor- 
tion. That  section  is  as  follows: 

“The  term  ‘railroad  corporation’  contained  in  this  act,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  mean  all 
corporations,  companies  or  individuals  now  owning  or  operating,  or  which  may  hereafter  own  or 
operate  any  railroad,  in  whole  or  in  part,  in  this  State;  and  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  apply 
to  all  persons,  firms  and  companies,  and  to  all  associations  of  persons,  whether  incorporated  or 
otherwise,  that  shall  do  business  as  common  carriers  upon  any  of  the  lines  of  railways  in  this  State 
(street  railways  excepted)  the  same  as  to  railroad  corporations  hereinbefore  mentioned.” 

There  is  some  evidence  before  the  Commission  tending  to  show 
that  the  Wiggins  Ferry  Company  operated  the  East  St.  Louis 
Connecting  Eailway  in  connection  with  its  own  tracks  in  the  trans- 
portation of  the  complainant’s  ties,  and  that  it,  for  the  purpose  of 
that  transaction,  was  a “railroad  corporation.”  But  the  evidence 
on  this  point  is  very  meager.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  Wig- 
gins Ferry  Company,  in  any  other  instance  ever  undertook  to 
transport  freight  as  a railroad  corporation,  or  that  it  ever  took 
another  contract  like  the  present  one,  though  that  company  does^ 
do  an  inter-state  business  as  a common  carrier.  The  proofs  be- 
fore the  Commission  are  so  meager  and  unsatisfactory  upon  the 
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point  as  to  whether  the  Wiggins  Ferry  Company  in  this  particu- 
lar case,  was  doing  business  as  a carrier,  that  the  Commission  does 
not  feel  justified  under  all  the  circumstances  in  instituting  a prose- 
cution. The  statute  prohibiting  extortion  is  a penal  statute  and 
to  be  strictly  construed.  It  would  therefore  be  incumbent  on  the 
People  to  prove  clearly  the  right  to  exact  the  penalty. 

That  a grossly  unfair  advantage  was  taken  of  the  complainant 
by  the  Wiggins  Ferry  Company,  whereby  money  was  in  effect  ex- 
torted from  him  which  could  not,  perhaps,  have  been  so  readily 
collected  in  a fair  and  legitimate  way,  is  to  the  mind  of  the  Com- 
mission very  evident;  but  it  does  not  follow  that  these  practices 
render  the  Wiggins  Ferry  Company  or  the  East  St.  Louis  Con- 
necting Eailway  Company,  liable  to  a prosecution  under  the  stat- 
utes of  this  State  for  the  penalty  denounced  against  “railroad  cor- 
porations” for  extortion.  At  least  the  Commission  does  not  feel 
justified  in  incurring  the  expense  of  a prosecution  which  would 
probably  fail,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  predecessors 
of  the  present  Commission,  though  knowing  all  the  facts,  did  not 
see  their  way  clear  to  take  action  in  the  premises. 

The  fact  that  the  Wiggins  Ferry  Company  owns  very  largely  of 
the  stock  of  the  East  St.  Louis  Connecting  Railway  Company,  and 
has  the  same  principal  officers,  furnishes,  in  the  view  of  the  Commis- 
sion, no  reason  for  disregarding  th^  legal  distinction  between  the 
two  companies.  They  are  distinct  corporations.  The  law  deals 
with  them  as  legal  persons,  and  does  not  consider  those  who  hold 
individual  interests  in  the  capital  stock.  Ownership  of  the  rail- 
road stock  by  the  Wiggins  Ferry  Company  does  not  even  have  a 
tendency  to  blend  or  confound  the  two  companies  in  a legal  sense; 
and  the  only  effect  of  evidence  upon  this  question  is  such  as  it 
may  have  in  affecting  the  credibility  of  witnesses  and  in  establish- 
ing the  real  truth  as  to  which  company  transported  complainant’s 
ties. 

Unless  it  could  be  established  that  the  Wiggins  Ferry  Company 
was  operating  the  East  St.  Louis  Connecting  Railway,  it  is  very 
doubtful  whether  a recovery  could  be  had  against  the  Ferry  Com- 
pany. So  far  as  its  own  tracks,  or  switches,  are  concerned,  it  does 
not  appear  that  any  schedule  was  ever  made  for  it;  and  this  being 
true,  the  Ferry  Company,  as  regards  its  own  tracks,  at  least,  has 
never  been  brought  within  the  penalty  provided  by  the  statute 
against  extortion. 

This  case  as  presented  to  us,  is  in  some  respects  a hard  one, 
and  it  would  afford  the  Commission  some  pleasure,'  if  they  saw 
their  way  clear,  to  order  a prosecution.  No  reason  is,  however, 
perceptible  to  the  Commission  why  the  complainant  cannot  have 
complete  redress  for  his  own  private  grievance  in  a court  of  law 
independently  of  any  penal  prosecution  under  the  statute  for  ex- 
tortion. 

The  complaint  will  therefore  be  dismissed. 

Springfield,  III.,  June  20,  1889. 
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No.  3. 

PETITION  TO  DETEEMINE  MODE  OF  CEOSSING. 


The  Chicago  & Calumet  Terminal  Railway  Co.,  Petitioner. 

YS. 

The  Chicago,  Burlington  & Quincy  Railroad  Co.,  Respondent. 


OPINION  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

The  petitioning  company,  the  Chicago  & Calumet  Terminal 
Eailway  Company,  seeks  by  this  proceeding  a decision  of  this 
Commission  under  the  act  in  force  July  1,  1889,  compelling  re- 
spondent, the  Chicago,  Burlington  & Quincy  Eailroad  Company, 
to  permit  petitioner  to  cross  respondent’s  tracks  at  a point  in  the 
village  of  La  Grange,  Cook  county,  Illinois,  on  grade.  The  point 
of  proposed  crossing  is  near  fourteen  miles  out  from  respondent’s 
Chicago  depot.  The  prayer  of  the  petition  is  resisted  on  the 
ground  that  a grade  crossing  at  the  point  in  question  would  “un- 
necessarily impede  and  endanger  the  travel  and  transportation” 
upon  respondent’s  road. 

The  petition  alleges,  among  other  things,  the  following:  That 

petitioner  is  a corporation  organized  and  existing  under  and  by 
virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Illinois;  that  it  has  laid  out  its 
route  and  partially  constructed  its  tracks  from  Lake  Michigan  to 
near  the  Des  Plaines  river,  and  reached  a point  near  the  right  of 
way  and  railroad  tracks  of  respondent,  and  is  desirous  of  building 
its  road  and  constructing  its  tracks  across  the  right  of  way  and 
tracks  of  said  respondent  near  where  they  cross  the  west  line  of 
section  three  (3),  town  thirty -eight  (38)  north,  range  twelve  (12) 
east,  in  Cook  county,  Illinois;  that  it,  the  petitioner,  desires  to 
cross  said  tracks  upon  a level  with  its  own  tracks,  and  offers  to 
be  at  the  entire  expense  of  constructing  said  crossing,  introducing 
and  maintaining  a system  of  inter-locking  signals,  paying  all  sal- 
aries and  expenses  of  the  same,  and  to  give  all  the  trains  of  re- 
E.  E.— 11 
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spoDclent  preference  and  precedence  at  said  crossing;  that  peti- 
tioner has  demanded  of  respondent  that  it  be  permitted  to  cross 
at  grade,  but  permission  to  do  so  has  been  refused;  that  respon- 
dent insists  that  petititioner  cross  said  tracks  and  right  of  way  at 
an  elevation  of  not  less  than  twenty-one  feet  clear  above  the  top 
of  the  rails  of  petitioner’s  track,  which  will  make  an  elevation  of 
from  twenty-five  to  thirty  feet;  that  the  point  at  which  petitioner 
desires  so  to  cross  is  part  of  a level  plain  extending  miles  each  way;, 
that  a crossing  upon  grade  with  proper  signals  and  appliances  will 
not  unnecessarily  impede  or  endanger  the  travel  or  transportation 
of  the  respondent  company;  that  an  overhead  crossing  is  more 
dangerous  to  foot  and  carriage  passengers  seeking  to  cross  the 
tracks  of  the  road  running  under  an  elevated  crossing  than  a 
crossing  on  its  grade;  that  the  property  owners  in  that  vicinity 
are  opposed  to  such  overhead  crossing,  and  threaten  to  bring  suit 
for  damages  to  enjoin  the  same;  that  the  trustees  of  the  town  of 
La  Grange  wherein  said  proposed  crossing  is  located  are  taking 
measures  to  enjoin  the  erection  of  an  overhead  crossing  for  the 
reason  that  such  a crossing  is  unnecessary  and  will  create  a per- 
petual nuisance,  and  will  injure  and  depreciate  the  value  of  prop- 
erty in  its  immediate  vicinity.  The  petition  prays  for  a decision 
of  the  Commission  prescribing  the  place  where  and  the  manner 
in  which  said  crossing  shall  be  made. 

In  answer  to  this  petition  the  respondent  company  admits  that 
petitioner  has  laid  out  its  route  and  partially  constructed  its  tracks 
as  alleged;  that  demand  was  made  upon  it  by  petitioner  for  a 
grade  crossing,  and  that  respondent,  believing  that  a grade  cross- 
ing would  unnecessarily  impede  both  the  travel  and  transporta- 
tion upon  its  railway,  refused  said  demand.  Eespondeut  denies- 
the  averment  that  said  proposed  grade  crossing  will  not  unneces- 
sarily impede  or  endanger  the  travel  or  transportation  upon  its 
railway,  and  alleges  the  contrary  to  be  the  fact;  and  says  that 
respondent  owns  and  operates  6,000  miles  of  railroad  converging 
at  Chicago,  which  is  its  eastern  terminus,  and  has  traffic  arrange- 
ments with  other  companies,  connecting  with  responsdent’s  lines; 
that  all  traffic  over  respondent’s  road  destined  to  or  from  Chicago, 
or  east  by  way  thereof,  passes  over  said  tracks  proposed  to  be 
crossed;  that  in  the  regular  course  of  respondent’s  business,  fifty 
trains  in  each  direction,  or  one  hundred  trains  in  all  each  day 
pass  over  respondent’s  tracks  at  the  point  of  the  proposed  cross- 
ing, about  half  being  freight  trains  and  the  other  half  passen- 
ger trains;  that  respondent  has  now  three  tracks  at  the 
point  in  question  and  the  increase  of  its  business  will  soon  re- 
quire the  building  of  a fourth,  and  that  the  increase  in  popula- 
tion and  development  of  business  are  likely  to  cause  the  necessity 
for  double  the  number  of  trains  upon  respondent’s  tracks  within 
ten  years;  that  respondent  in  addition  to  its  general  passenger 
and  freight  trains  is  now  doing  a very  large  suburban  business, 
nearly  all  of  which  originates  west  of  said  proposed  crossing;  that 
about  2,500  suburban  passengers  pass  over  respondent’s  road  each 
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day  at  the  point  of  said  proposed  crossing,  which  suburban  traffic 
is  constantly  increasing  at  the  rate  of  25  or  80  per  cent,  per  year; 
that  the  point  of  said  proposed  crossing  is  at  the  foot  of  a maxi- 
mum grade,  and  that  trains  at  said  point  both  ways  run  at  a maxi- 
mum speed;  that  west  bound  trains  are  obliged  to  run  at  high 
speed  at  said  point  for  the  purpose  ot  making  the  ascending 
grade;  that  if  the  proposed  grade  crossing  is  made  all  trains  of 
respondent  will  be  compelled  to  reduce  speed  at  the  point  of 
crossing  to  a very  low  rate;  that  in  addition  to  the  delay  which 
will  thus  be  caused,  many  trains  will  be  compelled  to  stop  and 
wait  for  trains  on  petitioner’s  road  to  pass  the  crossing;  that  on 
account  of  the  necessity  of  running  at  a low  rate  of  speed  and 
making  possible  stops  at  this  point,  respondent’s  west  bound  trains 
could  not  run  for  the  grade  at  this  point  as  heretofore,  and  re- 
spondent would  be  compelled  for  this  reason  to  reduce  the  length 
of  many  of  its  west  bound  freight  trains;  that  it  is  entirely  prac- 
ticable for  petitioner  to  cross  respondent’s  railway  either  by  an 
overhead  or  an  under  crossing;  that  the  trustees  and  citizens  of 
the  town  of  La  Grange  where  said  crossing  is  located  are  opposed 
to  a crossing  at  grade  as  unnecessarily  impeding  and  endangering 
public  travel. 

At  the  hearing,  respondent,  having  abandoned  its  previous  alleged 
contention  for  an  overhead  crossing,  presented  to  the  Commission 
a proposition  and  estimate  for  an  under  crossing,  which  proposi- 
tion and  estimate  contemplated  the  raising  of  respondent’s  roadbed 
by  petitioner,  at  the  point  of  the  crossing  to  an  elevation  eight 
feet  above  its  present  position,  being  in  all  nearly  twelve  feet  above 
the  natural  surface,  and  that  the  petitioner  should  make  a cut 
twelve  feet  below  the  natural  surface  at  the  point  of  crossing,  so 
as  to  admit  of  its  trains  passing  under  the  tracks  of  respondent. 

Upon  proof  being  made,  however,  to  the  effect  that  the  stage  of 
high  water  in  Salt  creek,  about  one  mile  distant,  which  would  form 
the  only  outlet  for  drainage  of  the  proposed  cut,  would  not  admit 
of  the  cut  being  drained,  if  extended  to  the  depth  of  twelve  feet 
as  proposed,  the  respondent  company  presented  modifications  of  its 
proposition  and  estimate  to  meet  such  proofs.  Kespondent’s  amend- 
ed proposition  contemplates  the  raising  of  the  Burlington  tracks 
about  eleven  feet  instead  of  eight  as  before  proposed,  and  a cor- 
responding reduction  of  the  depth  of  the  cut  to  be  made  for  pe- 
titioner’s road  so  as  to  admit  of  what  respondent  contends  would 
be  complete  drainage  to  Salt  creek  during  high  water,  all  the  work 
to  be  done  of  course  by  the  petitioning  company.  In  addition  to 
this,  respondent’s  counsel  at  the  close  of  the  hearing  made  an  oral 
offer  that  respondent  would  pay  one-third  of  the  increased  cost  of 
constructing  the  crossing  in  accordance  with  their  amended  propo- 
sition over  and  above  what  such  cost  would  be  if  the  crossing  were 
made  at  grade;  also  one-third  of  all  damages  adjudged  against 
petitioner  and  in  favor  of  adjacent  property  owners  on  account  of 
the  construction  of  the  crossing  in  the  manner  proposed;  also  one- 
third  of  the  increased  cost  of  all  switch  connections.  It  may 
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be  said  in  passing  that  these  propositions  of  respondent  to  permit 
its  tracks  to  be  raised  and  to  pay  part  of  tlie  expenses  of  the 
crossing  are  not  within  the  power  or  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  be  ordered  or  enforced,  and  would  depend  entirely  upon 
respondent’s  own  voluntary  stipulation. 

There  is  little  real  conflict  in  the  evidence  heard  by  the  Com- 
mission except  upon  a few  subsidiary  questions.  It  is  conceded 
that  these  roads  approach  each  other  upon  a level  plain  which  of- 
fers no  natural  facilities  for  any  crossing  other  than  at  grade;  nor 
can  this  be  avoided  by  any  change  in  the  place  of  crossing  pro- 
posed; the  adjacent  country  is  all  hat.  It  is  also  a fact  not  con- 
troverted that  petitioner  had  obtained  its  charter  and  begun  con- 
struction of  its  road  before  this  law  was  passed;  that  its  road  is 
to  be  chiefly  for  the  carriage  of  freight,  its  object  being,  as  its 
name  indicates,  to  form  connections  with  the  various  lines  of  road 
out  from  Chicago,  including  of  course  the  lines  of  respondent,  so 
as  to  distribute  among  these  lines  the  products  of  the  large  fac- 
tories in  the  vicinity  of  Calumet  Lake.  So  the  allegations  of  the 
answer  touching  the  extent  of  respondent’s  passenger  and  freight 
traffic,  the  number  of  its  trains,  the  state  of  its  grade  at  the  cross- 
ing point,  and  the  resultant  necessity  of  speed  being  made  by  its 
trains  are  practically  uncontroverted.  It  is  conceded  that  to  make  a 
non-grade  crossing  a clear  passage  way  of  twenty  feet  from  top  of 
rail  to  lowest  point  of  superstructure  above  is  necessary;  and  that, 
to  obtain  this  twenty  foot  clearing,  there  would  be  a necessity  for 
a considerable  additional  distance  taken  up  by  rails,  ties,  ballast 
and  side  ditches,  for  drainage  of  the  servient  roadbed. 

In  the  course  of  the  hearing  memorials  and  petitions  were  pre- 
sented from  the  municipal  authorities  and  residents  of  several  towns 
on  the  line  of  respondent’s  road,  including  La  Grange,  favoring  an 
under  crossing.  Before  the  proposition  for  such  an  under  crossing 
had  been  made,  however,  a petition  had  been  numerously  signed 
by  adjacent  property  owners  in  La  Grange  strongly  favoring  a 
grade  crossing  as  against  the  overhead  crossing  then  contemplated. 
It  may  therefore  be  taken  that  public  sentiment  among  residents 
in  the  vicinity  generally  favors,  first  an  under  crossing  by  peti- 
tioner if  that  can  be  had,  and  if  not  then  a grade  crossing;  and  that 
an  overhead  crossing  is  more  objectionable  than  any  other.  Such 
is  the  import  of  the  public  expressions  before  the  Commission, 
which,  though'  perhaps  not  in  strictness  legal  evidence,  the  Com- 
mission felt  constrained  to  hear  and  consider  for  whatever  they 
might  be  worth.  Many  persons  owning  property  immediately  ad- 
joining the  roads  naturally  oppose  the  unsightliness  and  inconven- 
ience of  either  a high  embankment  or  a deep  cut,  insisting  that 
the  value  of  such  adjacent  property  would  be  thereby  greatly  less- 
ened, a conclusion  not  easily  to  be  resisted. 

One  question  upon  which  there  is  some  conflict  in  the  evidence 
is,  whether  or  not  a reduction  of  speed  is  necessary  at  crossings 
where  the  latest  improved  interlocking  signals  and  devices  are  in  use. 
Upon  this  question  we  think  the  evidence  preponderates  in  number 
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and  certainly  in  credibility  that  it  would  not  be  perfectly  safe  (at 
least  so  long  as  no  device  for  a continuous  rail  at  crossings  is 
brought  into  use)  for  trains  to  pass  crossings  otherwise  than  “un- 
der control.”  The  Commission  has  not  so  far,  at  any  rate,  seen 
its  way  to  issue  permits  to  railroads  to  pass  crossings  having 
interlocking  devices,  without  the  train  being  at  the  time  under 
“control.”  As  to  what  is  “control”  it  appears  from  the  evidence 
that  for  an  ordinary  passenger  train  “control”  would  be  a speed  of 
about  fifteen  miles  per  hour,  and  this  would,  of  course,  vary  in- 
versely with  weight  and  consequent  momentum  of  train. 

There  is  also  some  conflict  upon  the  question  as  to  whether 
improved  crossing  devices  have  entirely  eliminated  the  element  of 
danger  at  railroad  crossings,  where  the  same  are  in  use.  That 
they  have  great  efficacy  in  preventing  accidents  is  conceded.  Where 
the  latest  interlocking  dcwices  are  used  there  is,  indeed,  very  lit- 
tle probability  of  a collision  between  trains.  * A derailment  of  one 
train  may  occur  if  the  engineer  is  not  attentive  to  signals,  but  a 
collision  would  be  possible  only  in  the  event  that  the  derailed 
train  were  heavy  enough  or  moving  with  sufficient  momentum,  to 
pass  over  the  ground  or  ties  from  the  derailing  point  up  to  the 
crossing  proper,  a distance  usually  of  about  three  hundred  feet. 

Under  the  evidence  before  us  as  to  danger  and  delay  our  view 
constrains  us  to  consider  this  case  upon  the  basis,  first,  that  wherever 
two  trains  are  liable  even  by  possibility  to  pass  through  the  same 
space  there  must  necessarily  be  some  danger  to  those  who  ride, 
and,  second,  that  a reduction  of  speed  of  trains  down  to  the  point 
of  “control”  would  be  necessary,  or  at  least  prudent,  at  all  grade 
crossings  however  equipped.  We  see,  therefore,  that  there  must 
be  some  delay  to  travel  and  transportation,  and  also  a small 
liability  to  danger  in  the  case  of  all  grade  crossings.  Whether  or 
not  such  delay  and  such  danger  would  be  “unnecessary”  within  the 
meaning  of  that  term  as  used  in  the  statute,  all  circumstances 
and  surroundings  of  the  proposed  crossing  duly  considered  is  the 
question  for  our  decision. 

Most  of  the  evidence  before  us  has  been  addressed  to  the  ques- 
tion of  fixing  the  point  of  high  water  in  Salt  creek.  The  high 
water  point  is  important  to  be  arrived  at  with  reasonble  certainty 
as  it  bears  directly  upon  the  question  of  drainage,  and  drainage 
is  an  essential  element  of  respondent’s  plan.  If  the  point  fixed 
by  some  of  petitioner’s  witnesses  be  taken  as  the  ordinary  high 
water  point,  an  under  crossing  by  the  petitioning  road  would  be 
entirely  impracticable,  as  only  a very  shallow  cut  could  be  drained 
in  time  of  high  water,  and  an  under  crossing  on  that  basis  would 
really  mean  the  raising  of  respondent’s  road  to  such  height  as 
would  make  the  crossing  in  fact  an  over  crossing  by  that  road, 
subject;  to  the  many  and  grave  objections  such  a structure  natur- 
ally raises.  Upon  the  other  hand  if  we  should  assume  the  lowest 
point  fixed  by  some  of  the  witnesses  of  respondent  as  being  high 
water  mark,  feasible  drainage  could  be  obtained  for  a twelve-foot 
cut  as  contemplated  by  the  first  proposition  of  respondent.  With- 
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out  discussing  the  evidence  in  detail,  which  is  deemed  unneces- 
sary, the  Commission  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  from  consid- 
eration of  all  the  testimony  touching  the  question,  that  in  order 
to  insure  drainage  it  would  be  necessary,  in  case  an  under  cross- 
ing should  be  adopted,  for  the  Burlington  tracks  to  be  raised  at 
least  twelve  feet  above  their  present  position,  and  the  tracks  of 
the  petitioning  road  to  be  depressed  below  the  surface  sufficiently 
after  providing  for  side  ditches,  ballast,  ties  and  rails,  to  leave 
twenty  feet  in  the  clear  between  the  top  of  rail  and  the  lowest 
point  of  the  girder. 

In  addition  to  the  above  question  there  has  been  placed  before 
us  some  general  expert  testimony  as  to  the  merits  and  demerits  of 
grade  crossings,  with  reference  to  the  safety  and  convenience  of 
the  traveling  public.  The  weight  of  this  testimony  is  against  the 
general  policy  of  grade  crossings,  a view  in  which  no  doubt  all 
will  concur,  wherever  conditions  are  at  all  favorable  to  crossings 
of  some  other  kind. 

This  case  derives  its  chief  importance  from  the  fact  that  it  is 
the  first  one  arising  under  the  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon 
the  Commission,  and  a conspicuous  position  is  therefore  likely  to 
be  assigned  to  this  ruling  as  a precedent.  We  think  it  proper, 
however,  to  observe  that  a ruling  of  the  Commission  in  any  in- 
dividual case,  arising  under  this  statute,  can  not  be  taken  as 
necessarily  controlling  other  cases  except  where,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commission,  the  same  conditions  obtain;  and  since  the  con- 
ditions can  rarely  be  the  same  in  any  two  cases,  it  follows  that 
in  the  application  of  this  statute  each  crossing  must  be  considered 
essentially  by  itself. 

The  act  under  which  this  proceeding  is  had  is  short  and  may 
be  quoted  in  full.  It  is  as  follows: 

(Laws  of  1889,  Page  223.) 

’■^An  Act  in  relation  to  the  crossing  of  one  railway  by  another,  and  to  inevent  danger  to  life  and 
propei'ty  from  grade  crossings."' 

“Section  1.  Be  it  enacted  by  The  People  be  the  State  of  Illinois,  represented  in  the  General 
Assembly:  That  hereafter  any  railroad  company  desiring  to  cross  with  its  tracks  the  main  line  of 
another  railroad  company,  shall  construct  the  crossing  at  such  place  and  in  such  manner  as  will 
not  unnecessarily  impede  or  endanger  the  travel  or  transportation  upon  the  railway  so  crossed.  If 
in  any  case  objection  is  made  to  the  p'ace  or  mode  of  crossing  proposed  by  the  company  desiring 
the  same,  either  party  may  apply  to  the  Board  of  Bailway  and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  and  it 
shall  he  their  duty  to  view  the  ground,  and  give  all  ]>arties  interested  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
After  full  investigation,  and  with  due  regard  to  safety  of  life  and  property,  said  Board  shall  give  a 
decision,  prescribing  the  place  where  and  the  manner  in  w'hich  said  crossing  shall  be  made,  but  in 
all  cases  the  compensation  to  be  paid  for  property  actually  required  tor  the  crossing,  and  all  dam- 
ages resulting  therefrom  shall  be  determined  in  the  manner  provided  by  law'  in  case  the  parties  fail 
to  agree.” 

“Section  2.  Tho  railroad  company  seeking  the  crossing  shall,  in  all  cases,  bear  the  entire  ex- 
pense of  the  construction  thereof,  including  all  costs  and  incidental  expenses  incurred  in  the  in- 
vestigation by  the  Board  of  Bailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners.” 

“Approved  May  27, 1889.” 

From  the  terms  of  the  above  act,  what,  if  anything,  may  we  de- 
duce as  to  the  general  policy  of  the  State  touching  this  question 
of  crossings?  Certainly  we  cannot  from  it  infer  that  the  law 
makers  intended  to  abolish  grade  crossings.  Had  that  been  their 
object  it  was  competent  for  them  to  have  said  so  in  plain  terms. 
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This  was  not  done;  but  a tribunal  was  instead  designated  to  pass 
upon  cases  as  they  arise,  From  this  we  must  infer  that  the  legis- 
lature believed  there  would  be  some  cases  where  grade  crossings 
would  be  proper,  and  others  where  over  or  under  crossings  would 
be  proper.  Each  case  was  left  by  the  legislature  to  be  decided  upon 
its  merits.  This  Commission  would  have  no  more  right  under  the 
statute  to  set  up  a general  unvarying  standard  for  all  future  cross- 
ings in  Illinois  than  it  would  have  to  enact  a law  which  the  legis- 
lators did  not  think  proper  to  enact  for  themselves. 

In  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  so  vested  in  the  Commission,  a 
strong,  and  in  many  cases,  controlling  consideration  would  be  the 
natural  configuration  of  the  ground  at  and  near  the  place  of  cross- 
ing. The  fact  that  the  statute  authorizes  the  Commission  to  pass 
not  only  upon  the  mode  but  also  upon  the  ijlace  of  crossing 
seems  to  imply,  that  it  might  be  proper  in  some  cases  to  vary 
the  place  of  crossing  with  the  view  of  striking  the  road  to  be 
crossed  at  a more  favorable  point  for  a non-grade  crossing.  It 
will  not  be  questioned  for  a moment  that  wherever  the  lay  of  the 
ground  is  favorable  to  a crossing  over  or  under  without  great 
additional  expense,  or  the  erection  of  unsightly  embankments  to 
the  great  injury  of  property,  a non-grade  crossing  should  be  under 
this  law  preferred.  We  have  seen,  however,  that  the  topography 
of  the  country  does  not  in  the  case  before  us  favor  a non-grade 
crossing;  and  if  the  locality  were  remote  from  a large  center  of 
population  and  the  road  proposed  to  be  crossed  were  not  one 
over  which  a large  traffic  daily  passes,  the  case  would  be  quite 
easy  of  solution.  But  the  contrary  is  the  fact.  The  point  is  near 
a rapidly  growing  city,  having  already  a population  of  twelve 
hundred  thousand;  nearly  one  hundred  trains,  passenger  and 
freight,  pass  this  point  daily  and  the  number  is  likely  to  steadily 
increase.  Already  three  tracks  are  in  use  upon  respondent’s  road, 
and  there  will  soon  be  need  for  a fourth.  Several  suburban 
stations  of  importance  lie  beyond  this  crossing.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances are  the  delay  and  the  danger  from  a grade  crossing 
such  as  to  warrant  the  Commission  in  ordering  the  under  crossing 
proposed? 

The  increased  cost  of  the  proposed  under  crossing,  over  that  of 
a grade  crossing,  is  not  fixed  by  the  evidence  with  certainty,  there 
being  disagreement  among  the  engineers  of  the  companies.  This 
increased  cost  may  be  safely  placed  within  the  limits  of  from 
$125,000  to  $150,000,  with  a large  additional  sum  for  increased 
cost  of  switch  connections,  sidings,  turn-outs,  etc.,  incidental  to 
the  non-grading  status;  and  vdiile  the  commission  is  exceedingly 
loth  to  weigh  even  the  possibility  of  the  destruction  of  human 
life  against  a mere  matter  of  dollars,  yet  the  serious  financial 
hardship  under  which  an  order  for  an  under  crossing  would  lay 
petitioner  can  not  be  ignored.  The  petitioning  company  obtained 
its  charter  at  a time  when  the  law  permitted  the  road  seeking  a 
crossing  such  as  this  to  select  for  itself  the  place  and  mode  of 
crossing.  It  could,  under  the  former  state  of  the  law,  have  itself 
designated  the  character  and  conditions  of  the  use  sought  here. 
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and,  under  the  eminent  domain  act,  could  have  had  damages 
assessed  on  the  basis  of  its  own  proposition,  whether  for  a grade 
crossing  or  otherwise  (113  111.,  156).  Having  begun  the  construc- 
tion of  its  road,  petitioner  is  met  with  this  new  statute,  and  asked 
to  make  an  increased  outlay  of  over  $100,000  in  this  single  cross- 
ing, exclusive  of  the  one-third  respondent  offers  to  pay;  and,  if 
compelled  to  do  this  in  the  present  instance,  it  is,  to  say  the  least, 
not  improbable  it  may  be  required  to  do  the  same  with  the  many 
other  lines  of  road  across  which  its  route  is  projected.  To  da 
this  would,  perhaps,  cripple,  if  it  would  not  entirely  forbid,  the 
enterprise. 

Considering  further  the  subject  of  switch  connections  above 
alluded  to,  it  should  be  remembered  the  very  object  of  the  peti- 
tioning company  is  to  form  these  connections  with  the  several 
roads  leading  from  Chicago  across  which  its  survey  runs. 

Under  paragraph  6,  Sec.  19,  act  of  1872,  for  the  incorporation 
of  railroad  companies,  petitioner  has  the  right 

“To  cross,  intersect,  join  and  unite  its  railways  with  any  other  railway  before  constructed,  at 
any  point  in  its  route,  and  upon  the  grounds  of  such  other  railway  company,  with  the  necessary 
turn-outs,  sidings  and  switches  and  other  conveniences  in  furtherance  of  the  business  of  its  con- 
nections; and  every  corporation  whose  railway  is  or  shall  be  hereafter  intersected  by  any  new 
railway,  shall  unite  with  the  corporation  owning  such  new  railway  in  forming  such  intersections 
and  connections,  and  grant  the  facilities  aforesaid,  etc.” 

This  section  is  as  much  a part  of  the  law  of  Illinois  as  that 
conferring  the  jurisdiction  now  to  be  exercised.  Under  it  peti- 
tioner will  want  switch  connections  with  each  of  the  lines  where 
the  mode  remains  yet  to  be  determined,  nine  or  ten  in  number. 
Indeed,  as  we  have  said,  the  very  object  and  purpose  of  petitioner 
is  the  forming  of  these  connections;  and,  in  their  formation,  the 
statute  enjoins  it  as  a duty  upon  the  roads  crossed  to  “unite” 
with  petitioner.  The  inconvenience,  expense  and  unsightliness 
which  such  switch  connections,  turn-outs,  etc.,  must  occasion  in 
each  instance,  if  a non-grade  basis  is  adopted  on  this  level  plain, 
will  be  realized  upon  a moment’s  reflection.  Either  a separate 
track  would  need  to  be  built  on  the  natural  surface  alongside  the 
Terminal  road’s  excavation,  starting  at  the  head  of  the  cut,  or  else 
a switch-track  would  have  to  be  taken  out  from  the  cut  a consid- 
erable distance  back  from  the  crossing  point,  and  gain  the  sur- 
face by  a sharp  grade;  and  this  would  be  less  than  half  the  diffi- 
culty. Eespondent’s  tracks  would,  on  the  basis  of  the  proposition 
submitted,  be  about  fifteen  feet  high,  which  elevation  would  have 
to  be  overcome  by  an  embankment  for  switch-track,  describing  a 
curve  long  enough  in  distance  to  make  the  ascent  practicable  for 
engines  with  loaded  cars.  Stated  another  way,  whether  a non-grade 
crossing  be  got  by  depressing  one  road  or  by  elevating  the  other, 
there  would  be  at  best  a distance  of  about  twenty-two  feet  from 
rail  to  rail  to  be  overcome  by  a feasible  track  and  roadbed  for 
switches,  turnouts  and  sidings.  That  it  could  be  done  is  not  dis- 
puted; but  to  do  it  would  certainly  require  a long  track,  a high 
embankment,  a probable  cut,  and  consequently  a much  more  ex- 
tensive right  of  way  than  if  a grade  crossing  were  used.  All  this 
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would  tend  to  disfigure  the  neighborhood  o£  the  crossings  so  con- 
structed, inflicting,  perhaps,  a damage  upon  property  in  a growing 
village  which  would  never  be  adequately  measured  by  a judgment 
in  condemnation  or  for  damages. 

Besides  these  considerations,  the  Commission  is  satisfied  from 
previous  personal  investigation,  as  well  as  from  the  evidence  heard, 
that  interlocking  devices  which  are  fully  recognized  by  statute 
in  Illinois,  the  most  approved  patterns  of  which  petitioner  stipu- 
lates, at  its  own  expense,  to  put  in  and  maintain,  giving  all  trains 
of  respondent  the  right  of  way,  are  so  efficient,  as  demonstrated 
by  actual  use,  that  they  reduce  both  the  delay  and  the  danger  to 
a very  small  limit.  With  the  watchman  in  the  signal  tower  in- 
structed to  give  the  Burlington  trains  precedence,  it  must  be  very 
rare  indeed,  that  one  of  that  company’s  trains  need  come  to  a 
full  stop.  So  far  as  its  freight  trains  are  concerned,  the  delay 
would  be  unimportant;  and  the  mere  matter  of  lowering  the  speed 
of  passenger  trains  to  fifteen  miles  per  hour  to  conform  with  per- 
mit, and  good  usage,  need  not  occasion,  as  the  Commission  believe, 
a delay  to  any  given  train  exceeding  two  minutes,  and  with  a light 
train  even  less,  which  is  not  a very  great  matter. 

If  the  danger  and  delay  to  result  from  a grade  crossing  at  this 
point  are  regarded  as  so  important,  it  would  seem  a wide  field  is 
open  for  the  management  of  the  respondent  company  to  reduce 
both  delay  and  danger  at  some  of  its  present  grade  crossings 
where  no  interlocking  devices  are  in  use;  and  the  same  remark 
well  applies  to  other  managements  of  old  companies,  members  of 
which  have  testified  before  us  in  this  case  urging  no  more  grade 
crossings.  Certain  it  is,  that  when  no  interlocking  devices  had 
been  recognized  by  law,  or  were  in  use,  and  both  danger  and  de- 
lay were  confessedly  much  greater,  it  was  the  practice  of  nearly 
all  companies  in  this  State  to  build  crossings  on  grade. 

The  greater  solicitude,  arising  now  when  the  occasion  is  less? 
might  suggest  to  some,  (though  the  Commission  certainly  does 
not  take  that  view)  that  these  old  established  lines,  now  that  they 
no  longer  have  occasion  to  build  extensions,  are  not  averse  to  im- 
posing upon  new  candidates  conditions  which  rest  largely  upon 
specious  but  unpracticed  precepts. 

Nothing  here  said  is,  however,  to  be  understood  as  committing 
us  to  any  general  policy  favoring  grade  crossings,  as  such.  On 
the  contrary,  wherever  circumstances  favor,  or  even  permit,  we 
should  much  prefer  to  separate  the  tracks  of  crossing  roads.  We 
have  hesitated  long  before  seeing  our  way  to  order  a grade  cross- 
ing even  in  the  present  case.  If  respondent’s  tracks  were  already 
elevated  to  a point  which  would  render  an  under  crossing  with 
good  drainage  feasible,  we  should  perhaps  be  inclined  to  put  the 
petitioning  road  under.  With  the  circumstances  and  conditions 
as  they  now  in  fact  confront  us,  we  are  unable  to  do  so. 
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DECISION. 

It  is  therefore  decided  and  ordered  that  petitioner  have  leave 
to  cross  with  its  tracks,  the  tracks  of  respondent  at  the  point 
designated  in  its  petition  on  grade  and  level  with  the  tracks  of 
respondent;  but  only  upon  condition  that  before  its  road  is  used 
at  said  crossing  point  for  the  passage  of  trains,  it  will,  at  its  own 
expense  set  up  and  fully  equip  ready  for  use  at  said  crossing,  the 
latest,  best  and  safest  interlocking  appliances,  signals  and  devices, 
together  with  electric  annunciators  to  announce  the  approach  of 
trains,  and  also  upon  condition  that  before  proceeding  to  construct 
such  crossing,  petitioner  give  bond  in  the  penal  sum  of  $20,000, 
with  securities  to  be  approved  by  respondent,  or  the  Commission, 
conditioned,  that  it  will  perpetually  maintain  such  interlocking 
system  in  good  order  and  condition,  and  pay  all  salaries  of  men 
needed  to  efficiently  maintain  and  operate  the  same. 

Inasmuch  as  no  general  rules  of  practice  for  proceedings  under 
this^  act  have  been  heretofore  promulgated,  it  is  ordered  that  ten 
days  be  allowed  from  the  date  of  filing  this  opinion  in  which 
either  party  may  file  petition  for  re-hearing,  first  giving  notice  to 
the  opposite  party,  in  analogy  with  the  rule  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Illinois  touching  re-hearings;  and  the  operation  of  the  above 
decision  and  order  will  be  suspended  until  any  petition  which  may 
be  so  filed  is  heard  and  disposed  of. 

Speingeield,  III.,  November  30,  1889. 

Eespondent  filed  within  the  time  specified,  a petition  for  a re- 
hearing, which  was  granted  by  the  Commission,  and  is  still  pend- 
ing. 
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No.  4. 

EULING  OF  THE  COMMISSION  AS  TO  THE  PEOPEK 
APPLICATION  OF  NEW  OE  AMENDED  EULES 
GOVEENING  THE  INSPECTION  OF  GEAIN. 


In  the  matter  of  the  communication  of  P.  Bird  Price,  Chief 
Inspector,  under  date  of  December  28,  1889,  asking  for  a ruling 
of  the  Commission  upon  the  interpretation  and  application  of  the 
amendment  to  the  spring  wheat  rule.  In  force  October  7,  1889,  the 
following  opinion  and  ruling  is  adopted: 


OPINION  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

September  12,  1889,  the  Commission  amended  the  spring  wheat 
rule,  “No.  2,”  by  creating  separate  grades  for  wheat  containing  5 
per  cent,  or  more  of  the  white  variety.  White  spring  had  pre- 
viously been  graded  with  other  wheat,  without  any  distinction 
based  on  color,  and  it  was  all  denominated  “spriug  wheat.”  By 
the  amendment  so  adopted,  if  5 per  cent,  or  more  of  wheat  is 
white,  it  takes  the  same  grade  number  it  would  have  taken  before 
the  amendment,  but  the  word  “white”  is  inserted,  making  it  “white 
spring  wheat”  instead  of  “spring  wheat.” 

The  statutory  notice  of  twenty  days  was  given,  and  the  amended 
rule  went  into  force  October  7,  1889. 

The  change  was  made  upon  urgent  and  convincing  representations 
made  to  the  commission,  and  its  policy  and  justice  is  not  ques- 
tioned in  any  quarter.  Its  elfect  is,  that  white  wheat  is  now  called 
in  the  market  by  its  right  name. 

It  appears  from  the  Chief  Inspector’s  communication  that  when 
this  amendment  went  into  effect,  there  was  a quantity  of  wheat  in 
store  in  the  elevators  which  under  the  original  rule  had  been 
graded  “No.  2,  spring,”  but  which  under  the  rule  as  amended  would 
be  graded  “No.  2,  white  spring.”  The  questions  presented  concern 
entirely  the  application  of  this  amended  rule  to  the  wheat  so  in 
store  when  it  went  into  effect.  Shall  the  rule  as  amended  be  ap- 
plied to  this  No.  2 spring  wheat  which  was  in  store  in  the  Chi- 
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cago  elevators^  and  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  department  at  the 
time  the  rule  took  effect;  and  if  not  applied  to  wheat  already  in 
store  when  inspected  out,  then  shall  the  new  rule  be  applied  to 
such  wheat  in  case  of  application  being  made  for  re-inspection  of 
it  into  another  elevator?  These  are  the  principal  questions  raised 
by  the  inspector’s  communication. 

.We  understand  our  predecessors  on  the  Commission  have  uni- 
formly held  that  changes  or  amendments  of  the  grading  rules- 
were  not  properly  or  legally  applicable  to  grain  in  store  w’hen  the 
same  took  effect,  and  that  such  grain  should  be  inspected  out  un- 
der the  rule  in  force  when  it  went  in;  and  the  custom  and 
practice  of  the  department  have,  we  learn,  always  been  in  ac- 
cordance with  this  holding.  It  has  further  been  the  practice  of 
the  department  to  apply  to  all  grain  seeking  admission  into  ele- 
vators the  rule  in  force  at  the  time  application  therefor  is  made. 

After  full  consideration  of  the  interests  involved  we  see  no 
reason  to  depart  from  this  uniform  ruling  of  our  predecessors  and 
the  immemorial  practice  of  the  department. 

Grain  which  is  in  store  in  warehouses  of  class  “A”  and  held 
under  warehouse  receipts  issued  in  pursuance  of  the  statute,  may 
be  said  to  be  strictly  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 
We  do  not  think  there  is  any  legal  warrant  for  changing  the 
grade  of  such  wheat  while  so  held.  The  No.  2 wheat  which  is 
involved  in  the  present  case,  has  a fixed  value  in  the  markets  of 
the  world,  depending  in  some  part  at  least  upon  the  certificate 
of  its  grading,  that  giving  it  a certain  and  definite  character  as  a 
commodity  of  commerce.  To  hold  that  the  Commission  could 
change  the  grade  and  therefore  the  value  of  this  wheat  while  in 
the  warehouse,  and  held  under  receipt,  would  be  to  assume  an 
arbitrary  power  which  we  believe  the  law-makers  never  intended 
to  confer  upon  the  Commission,  and  it  was  not  the  purpose  of  the 
Commission  in  amending  the  rule  to  give  to  their  action  any  such 
application. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  warehousemen  of  class  “A”  in 
Illinois  perform  a public  calling,  for  the  performance  of  which 
they  are  required  to  procure  a license,  which  is  revocable  by  the 
court  upon  any  failure  on  their  part  to  comply  strictly  with 
the  law.  Such  warehousemen  give  bond  conditioned  for  a “full 
and  unreserved  compliance  with  the  laws,”  of  this  State,  in  re- 
lation to  warehouses. 

A part  of  that  law  is  in  these  words:  “It  shall  be  the  duty  of 

every  warehouseman  of  Class  ‘A’  to  receive  for  storage  any  grain 
that  may  be  tendered  to  him  in  the  usual  manner  in  wdiich  ware- 
houses are  accustomed  to  receive  the  same  in  the  ordinary  and 
usual  course  of  business,  etc.” 

It  is  further  provided  that  “no  warehouseman  in  this  State  shall 
insert  in  any  receipt  issued  by  him  any  language  in  any  wise 
limiting  or  modifying  his  liabilities  or  responsibility  as  imposed 
by  the  laws  of  this  State.” 
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It  is  further  provided  by  the  statute  that  on  the  return  of  any 
warehouse  receipt  issued  by  a warehouseman,  and  the  tender  of 
■all  charges,  the  property  held  under  the  receipt  shall  be  ‘Immedi- 
ately deliverable  to  the  holder  of  such  receipt;”  and  that  “unless 
the  property  represented  by  such  receipt  shall  be  delivered  within 
two  business  hours  after  such  demand  shall  have  been  made,  the 
warehouseman,  in  default  shall  be  liable  for  damages  in  the  sum 
one  cent  per  bushel,  and  also  a further  damage  of  one  cent  per 
bushel  for  each  day  of  refusal,  etc.” 

In  determining  what  efPect  shall  be  given  to  new  or  amended 
rules,  all  the  above  provisions  of  the  statute  are  to  be  considered. 
Were  it  held  that  a change  of  rule  applies  to  wheat  in  store  when 
it  takes  effect,  the  obvious  result  would  be  that  a warehouseman 
could  be  compelled  by  law  to  take  grain  into  store  the  day  before 
the  change  takes  effect  in  the  rule  which  he  could  not  deliver 
back  on  the  next  day  upon  the  same  receipt  issued  therefor.  The 
duty  to  take  the  grain  and  store  it  is  mandatory.  Before  the 
changed  rule  takes  effect  the  grain  must  of  course  be  graded  by 
the  old  rule.  The  warehouseman  could  not,  as  we  have  seen,  in- 
sert in  the  receipt  “any  language  in  any  wise  limiting  or  modify- 
ing his  liabilities  or  responsibility”  as  provided  by  statute.  In 
the  present  case,  therefore,  it  was  the  legal  duty  of  every  ware- 
houseman to  receive  this  wheat  up  to  October  7,  1881^,  when  the 
rule  went  into  effect,  and  to  give  receipts  therefor  according  to  the 
old  grading,  that  is  to  say,  receipts  simply  for  “No.  ‘2  spring- 
wheat,”  even  though  the  grain  so  offered  were  white  wheat,  and 
would  be  graded  as  “No.  2 white,”  the  moment  the  new  rule  took 
effect.  The  warehouseman  would  then  be  under  legal  obligations 
to  take  wheat  as  “No.  2 spring  wheat,”  and  deliver  it  as  “No.  2 
white,”  and  all  by  the  arbitrary  operation  of  a rule  of  this  Com- 
mission. It  seems  to  the  Commission  this  would  be  an  exercise 
of  power  not  warranted  by  law,  and  as  before  observed,  the  Com- 
mission did  not  mean  to  exercise  any  such  power,  but  had  in 
view  when  the  amendment  was  adopted  the  uniform  ruling  and 
practice  of  the  department. 

If  a change  of  rule  were  held  to  apply  to  grain  already  in 
store,  a case  might  readily  be  supposed  where  a warehouseman 
could  not  possibly  in  his  deliveries  comply  with  the  law.  Sup- 
pose, for  instance,  a warehouseman  should  have  on  hand  on  the 
day  a new  rule  takes  effect,  only  grain  of  a variety  which  would 
fall  under  the  new  grade  created*  by  the  new  rule.  His  receipts 
outstanding,  having  been  issued  under  the  old  rule,  have  of  course 
given  this  wheat  on  hand  the  grade  and  denomination  fixed  by 
the  old  rule.  If,  therefore,  his  patrons  should  apply  on  the  next 
day  for  their  wheat,  how  could  he  possibly  give  it  to  them  if  the 
new  rule  is  applied?  Such  a construction  would  here  meet  with 
a pliysical  impossibility,  and  the  case,  too,  is  one  which  might 
occur  in  practice.  If  we  suppose  the  amount  on  hand  falling 
under  the  new  grade  to  be  some  portion  less  than  the  whole,  viz.: 
one-hmf  or  one-third,  there  would  still  be  the  same  difficulty,  un- 


less  by  mixing  his  wheat  the  warehouseman  could  in  some  way 
make  the  whole  of  it  pass  as  of  the  original  grade.  In  the  pres- 
ent case  5 per  cent,  of  white  wheat  serves  to  make  the  wheat 
grade  “white;”  and  of  course  if  the  amount  of  white  wheat  on 
hand  were  less  than  5 per  cent,  of  the  total  amount,  the  mixing 
of  the  two  kinds  together  thoroughly  would  enable  the  warehouse- 
man to  pass  it  all  out  as  “No.  2 spring.”  Otherwise  he  would  have 
to  hold  his  white  wheat  until  such  time  as  he  could  make  the 
necessary  dilution,  or  else  lose  the  difference  in  value  of  the  two 
grades. 

We  are  not  saying  that  the  hardships  here  suggested,  would  all 
actually  occur  in  the  present  case,  in  the  event  of  holding  the 
rule  to  apply  to  wheat  in  store,  but  are  simply  supposing  cases 
that  might  occur  as  illustrating  the  general  principles  that  should 
be  applied  to  cases  of  this  kind.  The  question  is  one  of  law,  and 
goes  largely  to  the  ]:)owers  derived  by  the  Commission  from  the 
statute,  in  the  determination  of  which  the  whole  statute  should  be 
considered. 

In  regard  to  in-inspection  the  case  is  different;  and  the  fact  that 
wheat  presented  for  inspection  into  an  elevator  has  previously 
been  stored  in  a warehouse  of  Class  “A”  and  under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Commission,  does  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission, 
present  a ground  for  continuing  to  inspect  it  by  the  old  rule. 
The  new  rule  must  be  applied  somewhere,  and  we  know  of  no 
better  place  to  apply  it  than  at  the  door  of  the  elevator,  and  to 
wheat  going  into  store.  If  wheat  has  once  passed  out  from  the 
elevator  and  the  warehouse  receipt  has  been  taken  up  and  canceled, 
it  is  then  out  from  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission. 
If  it  knocks  at  the  door  of  another  elevator,  or  even  the  same 
elevator  for  readmission,  it  must  be  treated  as  any  other  grain 
arriving  from  any  other  point. 

Persons  placing  wdieat  in  store  since  the  amendment  went  into 
effect,  have  had  power  to  protect  themselves,  in  some  measure  at 
least,  either  by  selecting  elevators  in  which  there  is  no  white 
wheat,  of  which  there  are  several,  or  by  causing  their  wheat  to  be 
stored  in  a “separate  bin”  as  provided  by  the  statute,  thus  insur- 
ing the  re- delivery  to  them  of  the  identical  wheat  stored.  The 
warehouseman,  we  have  seen,  has  no  such  power  to  protect  him- 
self against  the  hardships  which  an  application  of  the  amended 
rule  to  wheat  in  store  might  impose  upon  him. 

It  is  perhaps  difficult  to  make  any  change  of  grade  which  would 
not  work  an  injury  to  somebody.  The  statute  requiring  changes 
of  rules  to  be  published  twenty  days  before  taking  effect,  was 
no  doubt  designed,  by  warning  persons  interested,  to  reduce  the 
damages  to  a small  limit  by  enabling  all  persons  to  get  ready 
for  the  change.  The  damage  that  must  necessarily  result,  not- 
withstanding such  notice,  ought  to  fall  (since  it  must  fall  some- 
where) upon  him  who  could  by  diligence  best  have  protected 
himself.  • 
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It  is  therefore,  in  reply  to  the  questions  of  the  Chief  Inspector,, 
ruled  by  the  Commission — 

1.  That  when  grain  has  been  inspected  out  of  warehouses  of 

Class  “A”  and  has  been  delivered  into  the  absolute  possession 
and  control  of  the  owner,  the  inspection  department  has  no  further 
relation  to  such  grain,  and  no  further  duty  concerning  it. 

2.  When  grain  is  presented  for  inspection  with  a view  to 

storage  in  warehouses  of  Class  “A,”  it  is  not  incumbent  upon  the 
department  to  inquire  as  to  the  origin  of  such  grain,  or  to  ascer- 
tain whether  it  has  previously  been  inspected  by  the  employes  of 
the  department  or  not. 

3.  When  grain  that  is  presented  for  inspection  with  a view  to 
storage  in  a warehouse  of  Class  “A”  has  been  previously  inspected 
from  store  and  delivered  into  the  absolute  possession  and  control 
of  its  owner,  the  duty  of  the  inspection  department  in  relation  to 
such  grain  does  not  differ  from  its  duty  in  relation  to  grain  arriv- 
ing from  other  points  outside  of  its  jurisdiction. 

4.  When  grain  is  presented  for  inBpection  with  a view  to 

storage  in  a warehouse  of  Class  “A,”  the  fact  that  such  grain  has 

been  previously  inspected  out  of  the  same  or  some  other  ware- 
house under  the  provisions  of  a rule  no  longer  in  force,  should 
not,  except  as  to  grain  going  out  of  store,  affect  the  action  of  the 
inspection  department. 

5.  In  case  of  the  amendment  of  an  established  rule  of  inspec- 
tion, grain  already  in  store  when  the  rule  takes  effect,  should,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  be  inspected  out  under  the  rule  as 
it  stood  at  the  time  such  grain  was  received. 

Springfield,  Illinois,  January  4,  1890. 
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No.  5. 

EESTOKATION  OF  STATION  BUILDINGS  AND  PKIYI- 

LEGES. 


COMPLAINT. 

Christian  Schultz  et  al.,  Residents  of  Lansing,  Complainants. 

vs. 

Chicago,  St.  Louis  & Pittsburgh  Railroad  Co.,  Respondent. 
Filed  December  12,  1889. 


OPINION  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

The  petition  in  this  case  prays  that  action  may  be  taken  by  the 
Oommission  to  compel  the  restoration  of  the  station  privileges  and 
building  at  the  village  of  Lansing,  on  what  is  known  as  the  “Pan- 
handle” road.  It  appears  that  in  1864  the  Chicago  & Great  East- 
ern Bailroad  Company  bailt  the  line  of  road  now  owned  by  re- 
spondent, upon  which  the  village  of  Lansing  is  situated,  in  the 
township  of  Thornton,  Cook  county,  twenty-seven  miles  from  the 
Chicago  station,  and  near  the  Indiana  line. 

There  is  some  conflict  in  the  evidence  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
population  of  Lansing.  Petitioners  claim  it  numbers  over  three 
hundred,  while  respondent  places  it  at  two  hundred  and  twenty- 
five.  Each  estimate  is  claimed  to  be  based  upon  actual  count. 
We  do  not,  however,  deem  this  question  a vital  one  in  the  case, 
or  one  which  it  is  necessary  to  settle  to  the  nicety  of  a unit. 
Whether  the  population  of  Lansing  be  three  hundred,  or  only  two 
hundred  and  twenty-five,  the  community  has  rights  which  we  will 
endeavor  to  determine  as  best  we  can  from  the  evidence  before  us. 

Lansing  is  not  an  incorporated  town  or  village.  Its  lands  are, 
however,  subdivided,  platted  and  sold  by  lot  numbers,  and  the 
place  has  all  the  requisites  of  a legal  municipality  except  the 
formal  incorporation. 
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When  this  road  was  built  in  1864  or  ’65,  a station  building  was 
erected  and  full  station  privileges  established  at  the  place  called 
Lansing,  and  a regular  station  agent  has  been  located  and  main- 
tained there  all  the  time  until  the  fall  of  1889,  when  such  agent 
was  removed;  and  a little  later  the  station  building  was,  on  a 
Sunday,  removed  by  the  company  from  Lansing. 

There  is  evidence  before  the  Commission  showing  the  extent  of 
the  business  transacted  at  Lansing.  Quite  a large  trade  is  done 
there  in  hay  and  coal,  these  being  the  most  important  items.  The 
other  business  of  the  place  is  such  as  is  ordinarily  done  in  a 
community  or  village  of  similar  size,  located  near  a great  city  as 
Lansing  is. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  prior  to  the  building  of  the 
road  a contract  was  entered  into  between  the  company  building  it 
and  the  proprietors  over  whose  land  the  construction  was  pro- 
posed, whereby  the  right  of  way  was  granted  to  the  company  upon 
certain  considerations,  among  which  were  the  establishment  of 
certain  stations,  and  the  running  of  certain  trains  between  the 
Chicago  station  and  the  Indiana  State  line.  As  the  evidence  does 
not  advise  us  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  respondent  company 
succeeded  to  the  road  and  franchise  of  the  original  company,  we 
are  unable  to  say  that  this  contract  is  material  in  a legal  point  of 
view  in  determining  the  rights  of  petitioners.  If  respondent  came 
in  by  purchase  at  a judicial  sale,  it  would  seem,  under  the  ruling 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  L.  & N.  case,  120  111.,  48,  that  the 
obligations  of  the  contract  would  not  attach  to  respondent  as  such 
purchaser.  This  question  will,  however,  be  for  the  courts  to  de- 
cide in  case  this  controversy  shall  be  finally  settled  by  suit. 

It  further  appears  from  the  evidence  that  a subscription  was 
circulated  on  which  money  was  raised  from  the  residents  of  the 
vicinity  to  build  the  first  station  house  at  Lansing,  $1,200  being 
subscribed  for  that  purpose.  The  particular  station  house  so  built 
had  been  replaced,  and  was  not  the  one  removed  by  respondent 
from  Lansing  in  November. 

Although  we  do  not  base  our  opinion  or  action  in  this  case 
upon  the  contract  or  the  subscription  mentioned  above,  yet  they 
are  circumstances  of  some  moral  value  in  arriving  at  petitioners’ 
rights,  and  strongly  persuasive  to  a full  enforcement  of  those 
rights  when  ascertained. 

A good  deal  was  said  in  the  course  of  the  hearing  about  the 
motives  which  induced  the  superintendent  of  respondent  to  take 
away  these  station  privileges.  With  this  question  we  have  noth- 
ing to  do.  It  is  the  substantial  rights  of  petitioners  and  of  re- 
spondent which  are  before'  us  for  consideration.  If  the  community 
known  as  Lansing  is  not  legally  entitled  to  depot  privileges,  then 
it  could  not  get  them,  whatever  secret  or  unjustifiable  motive  may 
have  entered  into  the  withholding  of  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  this  community  is  legally  entitled  to  depot  privileges,  then  it 
should  have  them,  however  sincerely,  or  in  whatever  good  faith, 
these  privileges  may  have  been  withheld. 

K.  E.— 12 
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The  sale  of  tickets  for  Lansing  was,  after  the  removah  of  the 
station  building,  discontinued  by  the  company;  but  on  this  point 
we  accept  the  statement  of  the  superintendent  that  the  withdraw- 
ing of  these  tickets  was  a mere  error,  not  intended  by  the  man- 
agement, which  has  since  been  corrected,  and  the  tickets  restored. 

Among  the  reasons  assigned  by  respondent  for  removing  this 
station,  and  withdrawing  the  agent,  are,  that  it  became  necessary 
to  maintain  an  agent  at  South  Chicago  Junction  on  this  line  of 
road,  something  over  a mile  from  Lansing,  and  that  it  will  not 
pay  the  company  to  maintain  another  depot  and  agency  so  near 
by,  at  the  village  of  Lansing.  It  is  also  said  that  the  privileges 
now  accorded  to  the  community  known  as  Lansing,  are  fully  equal 
to  those  given  to  other  villages  or  communities  of  like  grade  or 
importance  upon  the  line  of  respondent’s  road.  It  is  also  claimed 
by  respondent  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  agent  does  not  subject 
the  people  of  Lansing  to  any  serious  inconvenience,  inasmuch  as 
he  continues  to  reside  at  Lansing,  and  orders  for  cars,  etc.,  can 
be  given  to  him  mornings  and  evenings  when  he  is  at  home.  The 
fact  of  the  present  agent’s  residence  at  Lansing  is,  however,  only 
a coincidence.  No  guarantee  is  given  for  its  continuance.  The 
next  agent  may  reside  in  Chicago  instead  of  Lansing,  or  this  one 
may  at  any  time  remove  there,  for  aught  that  appears. 

Nor  is  it  established  to  our  satisfaction  that  the  business  of  Lan- 
sing may  be  as  conveniently  transacted  with  the  present  facilities 
as  with  those  formerly  furnished,  as  respondent  insists  is  the  case. 
Indeed,  it  seems  little  less  than  absurd  to  insist  upon  such  a prop- 
position.  With  no  statipn  building  where  freight  can  be  cared  for 
between  the  time  of  its  arrival  and  delivery,  or  between  the  time 
of  its  delivery  at  the  track  and  the  arrival  of  the  train  which  is 
to  carry  it,  and  with  no  agent  present  to  receive  and  bill  freight 
or  to  sell  tickets,  and  no  place  where  passengers  may  find  shelter 
while  awaiting  a train,  no  telegraph  facilities  by  which  cars  may 
be  ordered  for  shippers,  it  seems  useless  to.  contend  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Lansing  are  not  subjected  to  a serious  inconvenience  over 
what  many  of  them  had  a right  to  expect  when  their  lot  was  cast 
in  that  community.  A shipper  wishing  to  order  cars  must  go  to 
a distant  telegraph  station  on  the  line,  unless  he  chooses  to  await 
the  slow  processes  of  the  mail.  The  fact  that  he  may  at  present 
see  the  agent  in  the  evening  or  the  morning  while  in  Lansing  is 
simply  his  good  fortune  and  is  not  a legal  right  live  could  ever  in- 
sist upon  in  the  courts,  if  he  should  hereafter  be  deprived  of  it. 
Tiie  resident  of  Lansing  or  of  Thornton  township,  who  wishes  to  ship 
less  than  a car  load  of  freight  from  this  point,  has  no  resource 
but  to  go  himself  to  the  track  where  only  a very  indifferent  “cinder 
platform”  has  been  provided,  and  there  await  with  his  goods  the 
coming  of  a freight  train  which  may  be  hours  behind  time.  He 
can  not  bill  his  goods  and  go  home  leaving  them  under  shelter  at 
the  risk  of  the  company.  He  must  personally  see  the  conductor 
of  the  train,  and  depend  upon  the  goods  being  billed  from  the  next 
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station.  The  receiver  of  freight  is  subjected  to  a like  inconven- 
ience. His  goods  are  thrown  from  the  train  upon  the  ground, 
where  he  must  find  them  and  care  for  them,  or  leave  them  to  be 
damaged  by  the  weather. 

None  of  the  reasons  assigned  for  withdrawing  these  station  privi- 
leges are,  in  the  view  of  the  Commission,  sound,  or  sufficient  in  law. 
It  is  not  conceivable  that  in  the  quarter  of  a century  during  which 
station  privileges  have  been  maintained  at  Lansing,  that  the  busi- 
ness and  property  interests  of  the  neighborhood  have  not  conform- 
ed themselves  largely  to  the  circumstances  of  the  existence  of  such 
depot  privileges.  These  interests  were  no  doubt  built  up  largely 
upon  the  faith  that  such  privileges  would  be  continued,  and  values 
have  adjusted  themselves  on  that  basis.  The  fact  that  the  busi- 
ness is  not  extensive,  and  that  the  town  is  not  a large  one,  does 
not  affect  the  question,  so  long,  at  any  rate,  as  it  does  not  appear 
that  a station  can  only  be  maintained  at  Lansing  at  a positive  loss 
to  the  company.  So  the  fact  that  the  crossing  of  another  road 
near  this  place  made  it  necessary  to  keep  an  agent  at  the  junction 
thus  formed  is,  as  the  Commission  view  it,  beside  the  real  ques- 
tion, as  is  also  the  fact,  if  it  is  one,  that  respondent  furnishes  no 
better  facilities  to  other  villages  of  like  grade.  It  does  not  appear 
that  other  communities,  circumstanced  as  this  one  is,  have 
been  deprived  of  station  privileges  which  had  long  been  volun- 
tarily granted,  and,  to  the  existence  of  which,  the  business  inter- 
ests of  large  numbers  of  people  had  conformed  themselves.  And 
even  were  this  shown,  it  does  not  follow  that  because  one  com- 
munity of  people  have  not  enforced  their  legal  rights  that  another 
will  therefore  be  compelled  to  relinquish  theirs.  . 

In  the  mind  of  the  Commission  the  right  of  the  residents  of 
Lansing  to  have  this  station  restored,  and  an  agent  kept  there  by 
the  road  for  the  transaction  of  their  iDusiness,  does  not  admit  of  a 
question. 

DECISION. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  respondent  restore  said  station  build- 
ing, and  also  keep  hereafter  an  agent  at  the  town  of  Lansing,  and 
that  it  furnish  reasonable  train  facilities  at  that  point  for  the 
transaction  of  the  business  of  the  place,  b(.)th  as  regards  passengers 
and  freight;  and  in  default  of  a compliance  with  this  ruling,  it  is 
further  ordered  that  the  Attorney  General  be  requested  to  begin 
an  action  in  mandamus  to  compel  its  enforcement  by  the  courts. 
Speingfield,  III.,  January  24,  1890. 
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No.  6. 

PETITION  TO  COMPEL  ADDITIONAL  TRAIN  SERVICE 
AT  DANVILLE,  ILL. 


COMPLAINT. 

James  Gilmore,  et  al.,  Residents  of  Danville,  III.,  Complainants. 

vs. 

Chicago  and  Eastern  Illinois  Railroad  Co.,  Respondent. 

Eiled  December  14,  1889. 


OPINION  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

We  are  asked  by  the  petition  in  this  case  to  compel  the  Chicago 
and  Eastern  Illinois  Railroad  Co.  to  run  two  certain  express  trains 
which  pass  Danville  respectively  at  the  hours  of  1:10  and  3:15 
A.  M.,  from  the  Danville  junction  Avhere  they  now  stop  for  pas- 
sengers, down  to  what  is  called  the  North  street  depot  in  the  city. 
The  trains  in  question  are  through  express  trains,  passing  nightly 
in  opposite  directions  between  Chicago  and  Nashville,  Tenn.  The 
North  street  depot  to  which  it  is  urged  these  .trains  should  be 
compelled  to  run  is  not  on  the  line  of  road  over  which  the  trains 
would  naturally  pass  on  their  through  journey.  They  come  and 
go  from  the  Danville  junction  over  the  line  running  southeasterly 
from  Danville  to  Terre  Haute.  The  North  street  station  is  on  the 
line  which  runs  southwesterly  from  the  junction,  and  extends  on 
to  Tuscola,  Douglas  county.  Both  Danville  junction  and  North 
s^eet  station  are  wdthin  the  corporate  limits  of  the  city  of  Dan- 
ville, which  is  a county  seat.  In  order  to  take  and  discharge 
passengers  at  the  North  street  station  it  w^ould  be  necessary  for 
these  trains  to  be  backed  down  from  the  junction,  a distance  of 
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three-quarters  of  a mile.  This  was  actually  done  for  a time  after 
the  trains  were  put  on,  but  was,  discontinued  about  two  months 
before  this  complaint  was  filed.  It  is  the  discontinuance  of  this 
practice  which  forms  the  basis  of  the  complaint. 

Besides  these  through  trains  between  Chicago  and  Nashville, 
respondent  runs  each  day  two  passenger  trains  in  each  direction, 
north  and  south,  from  the  city  of  Danville,  which  stop  at  the 
North  street  station,  the  hours  of  passing  that  station  being  8 A. 
M.,  12:40  P.  M.,  1:05  R M.,  and  4:20  P.  M. 

Three  or  four  of  the  petitioners  and  a few  other  residents  of 
Danville  have  testified  before  the  commission  to  the  effect  that 
the  traveling  public  is  inconvenienced  by  the  failure  of  the  com- 
pany to  back  these  two  trains  down  to  North  street  station.  The 
testimony  taken  as  a whole,  however,  overwhelmingly  prepon- 
derates in  favor  of  the  following  propositions: 

First — That  the  citizens  of  Danville  generally  are  well  satisfied 
with  the  present  train  service  rendered  by  respondent. 

Second — That  the  train  facilities  now  furnished  at  Danville  are, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  reasonable,  and  meet  the  duty  cast 
by  the  law  upon  the  respondent  company. 

Third — That  by  reason  of  the  street  car  service  now  had  to  and 
from  the  junction,  which  was  not  available  from  the  North  street 
station,  and  which  has  only  been  arranged  to  run  to  the  junction 
since  these  trains  ceased  to  back  down,  the  residents  of  Danville 
and  the  traveling  public  generally  are  now  quite  as  well  accommo- 
dated as  before  the  change  was  made. 

Notwithstanding  the  great  eloquence  of  power  with  which  the 
case  was  presented  by  the  venerable  and  very  able  counsel  of 
petitioners,  the  Commission  is  constrained,  in  the  absence  of  evi- 
dence to  support  the  petition,  to  dismiss  the  same,  which  is  ac- 
cordingly done. 

Springfield,  III.,  January  29,  1890. 
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No.  7. 

PETITION  TO  DETERMINE  PLACE  OF  CROSSING. 


The  Chicago,  Madison  and  Norihern  Railroad  Co.,  Petitioner. 

vs. 

The  Belt  Railway  Co.  of  Chicago,  and  the  Chicago  and  Western 
Indiana  Railroad  Co.,  Respondents. 


OPINION  OP  THE  COMMISSION. 

The  petitioning  company  was  incorporated  August  3,  1886,  with 
authority  to  construct  a line  of  road  extending  from  Chicago  to  a 
point  in  Stephenson  county  on  the  Wisconsin  State  line.  It  now 
seeks  to  cross  with  its  tracks  the  line  of  the  Chicago  and  Western 
Indiana  road,  (which  road  is  now  operated  under  a lease  by  the 
Belt  Railway  Co.  of  Chicago,  co-respondent)  at  a point  near  the 
center  of  the  northwest  quarter  of  section  thirt}^-four  (34)  in  the 
town  of  Cicero,  Cook  county,  Illinois,  through  the  west  half  of 
which  section  the  road  of  respondents  runs  in  nearly  a due  north 
and  south  direction.  Objection  made  by  respondents  to  the  place 
of  crossing  proposed  gives  rise  to  the  present  inquiry.  The  mode 
of  crossing  is  not  in  controversy,  it  being  conceded  the  crossing 
wherever  made  may  be  at  grade. 

The  place  of  proposed  crossing  is  within  the  corporate  limits  of 
the  town  of  Cicero,  which  town  has  power  under  the  general  act 
of  incorporation  “to  provide  for  and  change  the  location,  grade 
and  crossings  of  any  railroad.”  The  trustees  of  the  town,  on 
December  4,  1888,  granted  by  ordinance  the  right  of  way  to 
petitioner  through  the  town,  providing  among  other  things  as  fol- 
lows : 
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‘ ‘At  the  west  line  of  section  tlurtj^-three  (33)  the  northerly  line  of  the  ri^ht  of  way  of  said  rail- 
road company  shall  be  the  south  line  of  33d  street,  as  laid  out  by  T,  F.  Baldwin  in  his  subdivision 
ot  the  northwest  quarter  of  section  thiny-three  (33),  township  thirty-nine  (39)  north,  range  thirteen 
(13)  east  of  the  third  principal  meridian,  said  south  line  of  33d  street,  being  1, 360  and  feet  south 
of  the  northwest  corner  of  said  section  thirty-three  (33);  thence  the  track  or  tracks  of  said  railroad 
eastward  through  said  section  thirty-three  (33),  shall  be  laid  south  of  33d  street;  and  through  sec- 
tion thirty-four  (34),  township  thirty-nine  north,  range  thirteen  (13)  east  of  the  3d  principal 
meridian,  shall  be  laid  south  of  the  north  half  of  the  north  half  of  said  section. 

‘ ‘Said  tracks  to  be  laid  upon  any  ground  now  owned  or  that  may  hereafter  be  acquired  by  said 
railroad  company  upon  the  line  oi  said  route,  and  across  all  streets  and  alleys  along  said  route,  but 
nothing  in  this  ordinance  shall  be  construed  so  as  to  authorize  the  said  company  to  occupy  any  streets 
or  alleys  lengthwise. 

‘ ^FrovidecJ,  That  when  the  railroad  tracks  of  the  said  company  shall  cross  any  street,  alley  or 
other  line  of  railroad,  such  crossing  shall  not  be  on  any  trestle  w'ork  or  viaduct;  and  when  the 
tracks  of  said  company  shall  cross  the  tracks  of  any  other  railroad  company,  such  crossing  shall  be 
at  grade.” 

This  right  of  way  was  granted  upon  several  conditions  expressly 
named  in  the  ordinance  covering  the  questions  of  rates  of  fare  to 
be  charged  to  and  from  Chicago,  the  location  of  certain  stations 
in  the  town  and  the  payment  of  $10,000  by  the  company  into  the 
town  treasury.  The  company  promptly  accepted  the  conditions, 
paid  the  $10,000,  acquired  a right  of  way  through  sections 
thirty-three  (33)  and  thirty-four  (34),  near  the  northerly  limit 
fixed  by  the  ordinance,  and  proceeded  with  the  construction  of 
“the  road,  80  per  cent,  of  the  work  being  done  by  May  1,  1889,  as 
testified  by  the  engineers  of  petitioner. 

As  the  work  progressed,  negotiations  were  in  progress  between 
“the  general  managers  and  engineers  of  the  companies  concerned, 
with  regard  to  the  terms  on  which  the  new  road  should  cross  the 
tracks  and  right  of  way  of  respondents  at  the  point  which  had 
been  selected.  These  negotiations  have  been  proven  before  the 
Commission  at  great  length,  it  being  claimed  by  petitioner  that  its 
ofiicers  had  the  full  consent  and  agreement  of  respondents  to 
make  the  crossing  at  the  point  now  proposed.  This  claim  respon- 
dents deny,  and  assert  that  while  many  conferences  were  had,  no 
agreement  was  ever  finally  made,  and  that  the  question  whether 
or  not  any  such  agreement  was  made  is  for  the  courts  and  not 
for  the  Commission.  In  the  negotiations  it  was  assumed  upon 
both  sides  that  petitioner  had  the  right  to  select  itself  the  place 
of  crossing;  and  up  to  July  1,  1889,  when  the  statute  went  into 
<effect  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Railroad  Commission  in 
such  cases,  this  assumption  was  entirely  correct. 

Respondents  insist  that  the  place  proposed  by  petitioner  for 
crossing  is  peculiarly  disadvantageous  to  them.  The  proposed 
crossing  place  is  a little  less  than  one  mile  south  of  the  place 
where  respondents’  tracks  cross  the  C.,  B.  & Q.  R.  R.  by  means 
of  a viaduct,  which  viaduct  is  approached  from  the  south  by  a 
sharp  ascending  grade;  while  a little  less  than  a mile  south  from 
the  proposed  crossing,  the  tracks  of  respondents’  road  cross  the 
Atchison,  Topeka  & Santa  Fe  Railroad,  which  at  that  place  runs 
north  o£  and  parallel  with  the  canal.  South  of  the  canal  and 
parallel  with  it  is  the  Chicago  & Alton  Railroad.  Respondents 
insist  the  place  selected  is  dangerous  on  account  of  the  liability 
of  the  long  and  heavy  trains  of  the  Belt  Line  Company  to  become 
stalled  on  the  grade  ascending  to  the  Burlington  viaduct,  and  the 
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further  liability  of  such  trains  to  break  their  couplings  upon  the 
viaduct  and  precipitate  loose,  unmanageable  cars  down  the  grade 
upon  this  crossing.  It  is  also  claimed  that  the  entire  distance 
northward  between  the  Atchison  tracks  to  the  Burlington  viaduct 
is  needed  as  an  uninterrupted  running  ground  for  heavy  trains  to 
acquire  necessary  momentum  to  make  the  grade  at  the  viaduct; 
also  that  heavy  trains  coming  southward  over  the  viaduct  are  lia- 
ble to  be  uncontrollable  at  the  point  of  crossing,  and  that  no 
interlocking  appliance  has  been  suggested  or  can  be  devised, 
which  will  render  a crossing  at  this  point  safe. 

Kespondents  ask  that  petitioner  be  compelled  to  vary  the  course 
of  its  line  to  the  southward  from  its  present  location,  beginning 
such  deviation  in  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  thirty-two  (32), 
proceeding  thence  southeasterly  through  section  thirty-three  (33), 
emerging  from  the  latter  section  near  the  southeast  corner  thereof, 
crossing  respondents’  tracks  near  the  point  where  the  same  are 
crossed  by  the  Atchison  road,  and  south  of  the  south  line  of  sec- 
tion thirty-four  (34);  that  from  such  point  of  crossing  petitioner’s 
road  should  proceed  parallel  with  the  Atchison  to  a point 
in  section  thirty-six  (36),  where  it  would  again  reach  the  line  of 
its  present  location.  The  advantage  claimed  for  such  a change  in 
petitioner’s  course  and  place  of  crossing  is,  that  it  would  enable 
the  crossings  of  the  Atchison,  the  Alton  and  that  of  petitioner’s 
road  to  be  interlocked  by  a single  system,  and  would  leave  re- 
spondents the  distance  of  about  a mile  and  three-quarters  south- 
ward from  the  Burlington  viaduct  free  of  obstruction  over  which 
northward  trains  could  run  for  the  grade. 

It  is  proved  before  us  that  the  additional  distance  which  would 
be  traversed  by  such  a diverted  line  would  be  a little  over  2,100 
feet,  and  the  additional  cost  to  petitioner  of  such  a change  of  lo- 
cation would  be  1153,000.  Petitioner  insists  that  the  crossing-  as 
now  proposed  can  be  safely  interlocked,  and  by  placing  electric 
annunciators  at  the  Burlington  viaduct  on  the  north,  and  at  or 
near  the  Atchison  crossing  on  the  south  to  notify  the  man  in  the 
tower  of  the  approach  of  respondents’  trains  at  these  distant 
points,  this  crossing  if  equipped  with  a Saxby  & Farmer  machine 
would  not  materially  obstruct  or  endanger  the  business  of  re- 
spondents, consisting  as  it  does  entirely  of  freight. 

We  have  not  attempted  to  state  all  the  facts. and  contentions  in 
detail,  but  only  sufficient  to  show  the  nature  and  scope  of  the 
controverted  questions.  It  will  be  seen  three  questions  have  been 
the  subjects  of  controversy  before  us: 

First — Have  the  parties  by  private  agreement  settled  the  point 
of  crossing  for  themselves? 

Second — Will  a crossing  at  this  point  equipped  with  the  inter- 
locking and  signaling  device  proposed,  result  in  “unnecessary”  de- 
lay or  danger,  or  both,  to  transportation  and  travel  upon  the  road 
of  respondents? 
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Third — Had  the  action  of  the  town  authorities  of  Cicero,  pro- 
viding for  the  location  of  petitioner’s  line,  and  the  subsequent 
acts  done  and  expenditures  made  by  petitioner  in  pursuance  of 
such  action,  before  the  statute  of  1889  was  passed,  or  took  effect, 
so  far  settled  the  location  of  petitioner’s  road  and  consequently  the 
place  of  this  crossing  that  this  Commission  can  not  now  legally 
change  it? 

There  is  undoubtedly  son^e  force  in  the  objection  urged  against 
this  place  of  crossing;  but  i^he  liability  to  delay  and  danger,  has, 
we  think,  been  much  exaggerated  by  some  of  respondents’  wit- 
nesses. It  is  not  proposed,  however,  to  discuss  the  evidence  in 
detail  upon  this  branch  of  the  case;  nor  is  it  proposed  to  discuss 
in  detail  the  question  whether  or  not  the  parties  reached  a bind- 
ing agreement  in  their  negotiations  during  the  summer  of  1889. 
In  the  view  taken  of  the  case  by  the  Commission  an  answer  to 
the  last  of  the  three  questions  stated  above  effectually  disposes  of 
the  case.  To  that  question  we  shall  now  devote  a few  concluding 
words. 

The  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Commission  in  these 
crossing  cases  was  approved  May  27,  1889,  and  took  effect  July 
1,  thereafter.  Under  the  law  existing  prior  to  the  taking  effect 
of  this  act,  it  was  the  right  of  the  company  seeking  a crossing  to 
propose  its  own  place  and  mode,  and  proceed  accordingly  under 
the  eminent  domain  act;  provided  the  place  of  crossing  were 
outside  the  corporate  limits  of  any  city,  town  or  village.  If  the 
place  were  within  such  a municipality,  then  while  the  railroad 
to  be  crossed  had  itself  np  more  power  of  objection  against  the 
place  or  mode  than  though  the  place  were  outside,  yet  the  power 
of  the  road  proposing  the  crossing  was  in  that  case  to  be  exercised 
in  accordance  with  the  power  of  such  municipality  expressed  in 
the  statute  “to  provide  for  and  change  the  location,  grade  and 
crossings  of  any  railroad,”  a power  the  general  act  for  the  incor- 
poration of  railroads  expressly  preserves  to  the  municipal  author- 
ities. The  power  to  Ipcate  conferred  in  the  petitioner’s  charter 
had  to  be  exercised  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  made  by 
the  municipality.  (Dunbar’s  case,  100  111.,  110.) 

We  have  seen  the  town  of  Cicero  did  act  by  ordinance  in  this 
matter  December  4,  1888.  True  a definite  line  for  petitioner’s 
road  was  not  fixed  at  the  particular  point  of  crossing,  but  a definite 
point  was  named  at  the  west  line  of  section  thirty-three  (33)  to 
which  the  road  should  run,  and  it  was  further  provided  that, 
“thence  the  track  or  tracks  of  said  railroad  eastward  through  said 
section  thirty-three  ( 33 ) shall  be  laid  south  of  33d  street,  and 
through  section  thirty-four  (34.)  * shall  be  laid  south  of 

the  north  half  of  the  north  half  of  said  section.”  The  point  to 
which  respondents  insist  this  crossing  should  be  moved,  is  entirely 
south  of  the  south  line  of  section  thirty-four  (34),  and  would  not 
for  that  reason  comply  with  the  ordinance. 
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The  question  now  presented  is  whether  by  acquiring  its  right  of 
way  and  locating  and  grading  its  road  upon  the  present  line  at 
a time  when  it  had  a perfect  legal  right  to  exercise  its  own 
discretion  in  the  premises,  subject  only  to  the  direction  of  the 
town  of  Cicero,  which  then  had  unquestionable  jurisdiction  to  pro- 
vide for  the  location  of  railroads,  petitioner  has  not  acquired  sub- 
stantial rights  which  cannot  be  disturbed  by  any  order  of  this 
Commission.  The  question  is  not  precisely  whether  the  act  of 
1889,  under  which  we  proceed,  has  repealed  the  statute  conferring 
upon  cities,  towns  and  villages  power  over  this  subject,  but  is 
rather  this:  Assuming  that  the  act  of  1889  is  by  implication  a 

repeal  of  the  former  power  of  towus  and  villages,  has  there  not 
_ been  acts  done  and  rights  acquired  under  an  existing  state  of  law 
which  could  not  be  affected  by  such  a repeal,  and  by  the  con- 
ferring of  a new  jurisdiction  upon  this  Commission? 

Section  4 of  the  act  to  revise  the  law  in  relation  to  the  con- 
struction of  statutes,  approved  March  5,  1874  (omitting  immaterial 
words)  provides  as  follows: 

•‘Xo  new  law  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  a former  law  whether  such  former  law  is  expressly 
repealed  or  not  as  to  any  * * act  done  * * or  any  right  accrued  or  claim  arising 

under  the  former  law,  or  in  any  way  whatever  to  affect  any  such  * * act  so  committed  or 

done  * * or  any  right  accrued  or  claim  arising  before  the  new  law  takes  effect,  save  only 

that  the  proceedings  thereafter  shall  conform  so  far  as  practicable  to  the  law  in  force  at  the  time  of 
such  proceeding.  * * * This  section  shall  extend  to  all  repeals  either  by  express  words 

or  by  implication  whether  the  repeal  is  in  the  act  making  any  new  provisions  upon  the  same  sub- 
ject "or  in  any  other  act.” 

The  petitioniug  company  at  a time  when  under  the  law  it  might 
judge  of  the  propriety  of  the  location  of  its  line  and  the  place  of 
crossing  other  roads,  subject  only  to  the  discretion  vested  in  the 
town  board  of  Cicero,  acquired  its  right  of  way,  constructed 
eighty  per  cent,  of  its  road,  paid  $10,090  into  the  treasury  of  the 
town  of  Cicero,  all  in  pursuance  of  existing  law.  The  town  coun- 
cil set  certain  limits  for  the  location  through  section  thirty-four 
(34),  that  is  to  say:  That  the  road  should  proceed  south  of  a 

certain  line.  The  discretion  thus  left  to  petitioner’s  officers  by 
the  municipal  authorities  of  Cicero  has  been  exercised  by  the  lo- 
cation of  the  road  definitely  upon  a certain  line,  which  line  was 
then  known  to  the  officers  of  respondents,  and  large  expenditures  of 
money  were  made  in  the  construction  of  a road  upon  the  line  so 
fixed  before  the  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  this  Commission 
had  been  passed.  Can  it  be  said  that  the  “new  law”  repealed  the 
“former  law”  as  to  all  these  “acts  done”  and  “rights  accrued”  and 
“claims  arising  under  the  former  law,”  or  that  the  new  law  can 
“in  any  way  whatever  affect  any  such  act  so  done  or  rights  ac- 
crued before  such  new  law  took  effect?”  It  seems  to  the  Commis- 
sion that  to  so  hold  would  be  a violation  of  the  letter  and  spirit 
-of  the  section  of  the  statute  above  quoted. 

To  say  petitioner  had  lawfully  acquired  a right  of  way  and 
built  a line  over  all  the  distance  in  question,  except  the  hundred 
feet  in  width  of  respondents’  right  of  way,  but  that  because  no 
pecuniary  right  had  been  acquired  in  that  j^^Moular  spot  before 
the  new  law  went  into  force,  that,  therefore,  the  whole  question 
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of  tlie  location  of  this  road  is  an  open  one  for  the  Commission, 
would  not,  we  think,  be  consonant  either  with  the  statute  or 
with  justice. 

DECISION. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  petitioner  have  leave  to  cross  with 
its  track  or  tracks  the  tracks  of  respondents’  road  at  grade  at  the 
point  proposed  by  it,  and  designated  in  its  petition;  but  in  accord- 
ance with  petitioner’s  [stipulation  before  the  Commission,  it  is 
further  ordered  that  petitioner  shall  put  in  and  maintain  at  said 
crossing  a system  of  interlocking  signals  and  devices,  with  electric 
annunciators,  and  a Fontaine  crossing  of  the  character  proposed 
and  presented  by  its  counsel  upon  the  hearing,  the  same  to  be 
subject  to  examination  and  approval  by  the  consulting  engineer 
of  the  Commission. 

Springfield,  Illinois,  February  13,  1890. 

The  respondent  afterwards  filed  a petition  for  a rehearing,  which 
was  denied,  the  Commission  rendering  the  following  opinion  there- 

^ in: 

■ 

OPINION  ON  PETITION  FOR  REHEARING. 

'While  recognizing  fully  the  force  and  ingenuity  of  the  reasons 
urged  by  the  learned  counsel  of  respondents  in  their  petition  for 
rehearing,  we  are  unable  to  assent  to  the  conclusions  arrived  at. 
It  is,  in  substance,  insisted: 

First — That  the  Commission  should  have  made  a formal  finding 
upon  the  question  whether  the  proposed  point  is  a “proper”  place 
for  a crossing,  having  due  regard  to  the  effect  thereof  upon  travel 
and  transportation  on  respondents’  road;  that  said  question  was 
the  only  one  properly  before  the  Commission  for  decision,  and 
that  this  vital  question  has  been  ignored. 

Secondly — That  the  Commission  is  widely  wrong  in  the  opinion 
expressed  to  the  effect,  that  petitioner  had  acquired  such  a right 
in  the  proposed  line  of  location  through  sections  thirty-three  (33) 
and  thirty-four  (34),  by  virtue  of  “acts  done”  and  expenditures 
made  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  statute  of  1889,  as  would  carry 
with  it  the  right  to  cross  upon  such  line,  and  such  a right  as  would, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  be  saved  to  petitioner  by  sec- 
tion 4 of  the  act  on  construction  of  statutes. 

Thirdly — That  if  such  a right  as  would  be  saved  out  of  the 
operation  of  the  act  of  1889,  was  so  acquired  by  petitioner,  then 
the  only  proper  order  to  be  made  by  the  Commission  on  that 
hypothesis  would  be  one  dismissing  the  petition  for  want  of  juris- 
diction. 

Such  the  Commissioners  understand  to  be  the  substantial  grounds 
of  the  petition;  and  we  remark: 
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1.  That  even  if  the  on^y  question  before  the  Commission  were^ 
as  contended,  whether  the  proposed  place  of  crossing  is  under  the 
the  circumstances  “proper,”  the  consideration  of  its  “propriety” 
(using  that  term  in  the  broad  sense  it  must  take  in  such  a 
connection),  w’ould  involve  all  the  matters  discussed  in  the  Com- 
mission’s former  opinion.  All  those  matters  would  come  in  as 
reasons  for  the  propriety  of  the  crossing  if  the  matter  of  vested 
legal  rights  were  entirely  waived.  It  might  be  “proper”  to  order 
a crossing  in  a place  where  the  company  seeking  it  could  allege 
no  legal  right,  but  only  a right  to  be  made  out  by  considerations 
of  reason  and  equity  based  upon  circumstances  and  addressed  en- 
tirely to  the  discretion  of  the  Commission.  But  if  such  moral 
considerations  were  reinforced  by  antecedently  acquired  legal  rights 
in  the  company  seeking  the  crossing,  the  “propriety”  would  cer- 
tainly be  only  increased  by  that  circumstance.  Counsel  are  in 
error  in  saying  the  real  question  involved  has  not  been  decided. 
The  statute  does  not  require  that  reasons  be  given  for  the  order 
made.  The  language  is,  “Said  board  shall  give  a decision,  pre- 
scribing the  place  where  and  the  manner  in  which  said  crossing 
shall  be  made''  The  naked  ruling  fixing  place  and  manner  would 
fully  comply  with  the  law.  It  is  not  incumbent  on  the  Commis- 
sion, nor  w^ould  it  add  the  least  force,  formally  to  say,  “We  hold 
the  proposed  crossing  wull  not  unnecessarily  impede  or  endanger 
travel  or  transportation;  and  is,  under  all  the  circumstances,  a. 
^proper’  crossing;  therefore  it  is  ‘with  due  regard  to  the  safety  of 
life  and  property’  decided,”  etc.  Facts  are  more  important  than 
forms.  The  fact  that  a crossing  is  ordered  is  evidence  the  Com- 
mission hold  it  under  all  circumstances  proper,  however  unfortu- 
nate the  reasons  may  be.  Grounds  are  stated,  and  reasons  given, 
largely  out  of  deference  to  counsel  who  have  been  heard  at  length 
upon  the  case,  and  may  care  to  know  the  views  of  the  Commis- 
sion upon  the  subjects  discussed.  They  are  in  law  no  part  of  the 
decision  proper.  If  a right  decision  is  arrived  at,  the  fact,  if  it 
be  such,  that  no  reason,  or  even  a wrong  reason  is  given,  certainly 
does  not  invalidate  the  decision.  We  freely  admit  the  policy  of 
giving  reasons  at  all  is  questionable.  The  party  who  succeeds  is 
never  much  concerned  about  the  court’s  mental  operations,  and 
reasons  can  rarely  be  cogent  enough  to  convince  or  satisfy  the 
party  defeated. 

2.  We  see  no  reason  to  modify  what  was  before  said  touching 
the  antecedently  acquired  rights  of  petitioner,  or  the  expressed 
view  that  section  4 of  the  act  on  construction  of  statutes  is  broad 
enough  to  save  those  rights.  We  are  aware  the  line  where  police 
power  ends  and  vested  property  rights  begin  has  ever  been  a bat- 
tle-line of  litigation.  But  “vested  rights,”  in  the  constitutional 
sense,  were  not  meant  to  be  discussed  in  the  former  opinion.  We 
thought  section  4 which,  among  other  things,  says,  no  new  law 
shall  “in  any  manner  affect”  any  “act  done”  or  any  “right  accrued” 
or  any  “claim  arising”  under  the  former  law,  was  broad  enough  to 
save  to  petitioner  its  substantial  property  right  in  a line  of  road 
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neaily  completed  when  the  new  law  was  passed,  and  which  had 
cost  many  thousands  of  dollars  that  would  be  a total  loss  if  a 
crossing  elsewhere  were  ordered.  If,  now,  it  was  fully  established 
that  no  such  “saved”  or  “vested”  rights  as  are  legally  conclusive 
have  been  shown  by  petitioner,  the  undisputed  fact  would  still  re- 
main that  a large  expense  (stated  in  the  evidence  at  $153,000), 
would  be  inflicted  on  petitioner  if  compelled  to  adopt  the  new 
route  suggested.  The  further  fact  would  remain  that  property  val- 
ues along  the  road  as  built,  and  near  the  crossing  as  proposed, 
have  adjusted  themselves  on  the  basis  of  the  present  status.  The 
further  fact  would  exist  that  the  town  of  Cicero  had  for  a con- 
sideration of  $10,000,  exercised  an  undisputed  power  by  ordinance 
in  directing  within  fixed  limits  the  location  of  petitioner’s  road 
through  Cicero,  and  petitioner  had  acted  under  the  ordinance.  All 
this  had  taken  place  without  the  fault  of  petitiouer  or  the  public 
who  are  to  be  affected.  These  acts  were  done  and  rights,  if  any, 
accrued,  before  any  law  existed  under  which  the  right  to  cross  as 
proposed  could  be  questioned.  True,  the  right  of  way  over  the 
particular  strip  of  ground  belonging  to  respondents  had  not  been 
acquired;  but  acquiring  right  of  way  and  constructing  a road  are 
acts  which  can  not  take  place  simultaneously  at  all  points.  The 
work  must  begin  somewhere,  and  end  somewhere.  Acts  done  at 
other  points  are  not  deprived  of  force  because  the  right  to  a par- 
ticular one  hundred  feet  was  not  acquired  before  this  law  was  passed. 
Petitioner  was  not  bound  to  first  acquire  the  right  of  way  at  that 
particular  place  in  anticipation  of  some  exercise  of  police  power 
by  the  legislature.  As  well  say  it  could  only  build  its  road  through 
Stephenson,  Winnebago,  Boone,  DeKalb,  Kane  and  DuPage  coun- 
ties at  its  peril,  lest  its  right  to  enter  Cook  county  might  be  re- 
voked. We  say,  waiving  the  question  of  any  conclusive  legal  right, 
all  the  above  considerations  and  facts  would  still  remain  and  be 
powerfully  persuasive  to  the  same  conclusion  at  which  the  Com- 
mission arrived,  only  reaching  it  by  a different  process  of  reason- 
ing. The  law  under  which  we  act  says  crossings  must  be  made  in 
such  places  and  in  such  manner  as  will  not  “unnecessarily  impede 
or  endanger,  etc.”  In  a philosophical  sense  nothing  is  “neces- 
sary” except  that  which  cannot  possibly  be  avoided — that  which  is 
inevitable.  No  certain  place  of  crossing  or  manner  of  crossing 
€ould  ever  be  regarded  as  “necessary,”  using  the  term  in  this  rigid 
sense;  for  there  would  in  every  case  be  a possibility  of  changing 
it  to  avoid  even  the  slightest  danger  or  delay.  The  statute  uses 
the  term,  however,  in  a different  sense;  and  under  the  term  “un- 
necessarily” we  deem  the  Commission  authorized  to  consider  all 
the  facts  and  circumstances  of  each  case,  among  which  in  the 
case  at  bar  would  certainly  be  the  facts  of  petitioner’s  expenditures 
and  other  acts  done  and  arrangements  made  before  the  law  of  1889 
was  passed,  the  fact  that  the  public  have  acquired  interests  to  be 
injuriously  affected  by  the  proposed  change,  the  fact  that  such 
change  would  cost  petitioner  an  additional  $153,000,  the  fact  that 
appliances  are  proposed  to  be  used  and  maintained  by  petitioner 
at  the  proposed  crossing  which  will,  the  Commission  believe,  ren- 
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der  the  much  exaggerated  danger  and  delay  to  respondents’  trains^ 
very  small,  and  many  other  facts  we  shall  not  now  stop  to  name. 
In  view  of  all  these  matters  we  could  say,  independently  of  the 
question  of  regal  right,  that  a crossing  in  the  place  proposed  will 
not,  all  facts  and  circumstances  duly  considered,  “unnecessarily 
impede  or  endanger  the  travel  or  transportation  upon  the  railway 
crossed.”  The  same  result  precisely  would  thus  be  reached  by  a 
slightly  different  process. 

3.  The  question  of  jurisdiction  does  not  trouble  the  Commission 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  both  parties  have  in  effect  invoked  its  ac- 
tion in  the  premises.  On  one  question,  and  only  one,  both  par- 
ties have  been  agreed  from  the  first,  namely : That  a place  for  this 

crossing  may  be  designated  by  this  Commission.  The  disagree- 
ment is  entirely  as  to  where  that  place  shall  be.  Indeed,  the  jur- 
isdiction which  petitioner  expressly  invokes,  could  only  be  objected 
to  by  respondents  upon  grounds  entirely  fatal  to  their  case.  If  the 
Commission  has  not  jurisdiction,  then  petitioner  can  cross  as  pro- 
posed. But  let  us  see  whether  a legal  right  to  cross,  and  a right 
to  ask  the  Commission  for  an  order  be  really  so  incompatible  as 
counsel  suppose.  In  these  cases  the  Commission  sits  as  a court  of 
very  limited  jurisdiction.  If  it  assumes  to  act  in  any  case  of  the 
subject  matter  of  which  it  has  no  jurisdiction,  its  order  will  be 
of  no  more  legal  force  than  a sheet  of  blank  paper.  Notwith- 
standing any  order  made  in  such  a case,  all  parties  would  still  re- 
tain and  could  still  assert,  through  the  proper  courts,  any  legal 
rights  they  had  before.  So  that  a wrong  assumption  of  jurisdic- 
tion would  in  no  case  be  a great  matter.  According  to  the  statute 
the  existence  of  just  one  fact  gives  the  Commission  jurisdiction  to 
proceed,  and  that  is  the  fact  that  “objection  be  made.”  The  full 
language  is,  “If  in  any  case  objection  be  made  to  the  place  or 
mode  of  crossing  proposed  by  the  company  desiring  the  same, 
either  party  may  apply  to  the  Board  of  Kailroad  and  Warehouse 
Commissioners,  and  it  shall  be  their  duty,  etc.”  Cannot  “objection 
be  made”  as  well  in  a case  where  a legal  right  exists,  as  where 
the  right  asserted  ie  only  moral?  There  has  certainly  been  “objec- 
tion” enough  made  in  the  case  at  bar  to  bring  it  within  the  lan- 
guage of  the  statute,  if  taken  literally,  and  we  have  seen  no  harm 
can  come  from  so  construing  the  statute.  The  counsel  seem  to 
suppose  our  expressed  opinion  that  petitioner  has  a legal  right  is 
a judicial  determination  of  the  fact.  It  is  not  at  all,  but  is  sim- 
ply a reason  given  for  our  order.  If  this  Commission  had  power 
to  judicially  determine  that  question  in  this  proceeding  in  a man- 
ner binding  upon  the  parties,  and  could  by  some  proper  writ  exe- 
cute the  order,  it  might  with  some  consistency  be  said  nothing 
further  would  be  required.  But  we  cannot  judicially  determine 
the  fact,  and  what  was  said  in  our  opinion  binds  nobody.  The 
order  which  it  is  conceded  we  have  power  to  make,  does  not  exe- 
cute itself,  blit  remains  to  be  enforced  through  the  courts.  The 
learned  counsel  of  - respondents  disagree  with  us  as  to  the  existence 
of  any  legal  right  in  petitioner.  We  have  much  respect  for  their 
opinion  while  not  assenting  to  it.  For  aught  we  know  they  might 
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succeed,  in  a forum  having  jurisdiction,  in  securing  a judgment, 
upon  that  question  contrary  to  our  poorly  expressed  reasons.  Then 
the  parties  would  be,  at  the  end  of  such  litigation,  just  where  they 
now  are,  and  would  still  be  under  the  necessity  of  calling  on  the 
Commission  for  an  order.  It  may  be  freely  conceded  that  if  peti- 
tioner could  show  no  ground  except  a cold  legal  right  without 
equity  or  justice  — a case  where  all  the  equities  were  against  the 
crossing  proposed,  and  where  we  would  not  act  but  for  the  legal 
right  shown— then  the  action  suggested  might  be  proper.  The  pe- 
tition could  perhaps  properly  in  such  a case  be  dismissed,  and  the 
parties  relegated  to  their  legal  rights  and  judicial  remedies.  Such 
is  not  this  case;  and  under  all  circumstances,  and  particularly  in 
view  of  the  strong  equities  made  out  by  petitioner  in  addition  to 
what  we  have  deemed  its  legal  rights,  we  must  decline  to  grant  a 
rehearing  upon  the  grounds  assigned. 

Rehearing  denied. 

Speingfield,  III.,  March  20,  1890. 


% 
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No.  8. 

PASSENGER  TRAIN  SERVICE. 


Citizens  of  Benton,  Illinois,"^ 

vs.  [Passenger  tram  service  hetioeen 

-St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terke  ( DuQuoin  and  Benton. 

Haute  Railroad  Co.  J 


Complaint. 

-OPINION  OF  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  REGARDING  REMEDY  FOR  MAT- 
TERS COMPLAINED  OF. 

Springfield,  Illinois,  March  3,  1890, 

Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners: 

Gentlemen —Your  communication  of  recent  date,  trausmitting 
•complaint  and  papers  relating  thereto  made  to  your  Board  against 
the  St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute  Railroad  Company  by  the 
citizens  of  Benton,  a town  on  a line  of  railroad  operated  by  said 
company,  was  duly  received,  but  my  duties  in  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  other  official  matters  which  could  not  be  delayed,  have  pre- 
vented an  earlier  answer. 

It  appears  that  the  St.  Tjouis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute  Railroad 
Company  is  operating,  as  lessee,  a line  of  railroad  known  as  the 
Belleville  & Eldorado  Railroad,  running  from  DuQuoin,  in  Perry 
county,  eastward  through  Benton  to  Eldorado;  that  this  line  con- 
nects at  DuQuoin  with  the  Belleville  & Southern  Illinois  Rail- 
road, another  line  operated  by  said  company,  as  lessee,  running 
from  DuQuoin  to  Belleville,  Avhich  it  calls  its  main  line.  At 
Belleville  this  and  another  line  operated  by  said  company  connect 
with  its  proprietary  line  for  St.  Louis. 

The  complaint  made  concerning  the  present  train  service  is  as 
follows : 

“A  mixed  freight  and  passenger  which  arrives  in  Benton  from  St.  Louis  at  12  M.,  in  Eldorado 
at  3 P.  M.,  and,  returning^,  leaves  Benton  at  any  time  between  6 and  9 P.  M.,  going  west.  This  train 
makes  no  connection  at  Eldorado  and  none  at  DuQuoin.  This  is  our  only  train  service,  save  a pas- 
senger which  three  nights  in  the  week  arrives  at  Benton  at  11:10  P.  M.,  and  leaves  at  4 A.  M.f  going 
west. 
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“Aa  our  business  connections  are  mainly  with  the  west  and  north,  freight,  passengers  and  mail 
are  delayed  at  DuQuoin  from  eight  to  twelve  hours,  thereby  subjecting  our  citizens  to  serious  de- 
lays and  expense  in  shipping  or  traveling  over  said  road.  This  delay  and  expense  is  so  serious 
that  a large  amount  of  stock  and  farm  produce  which  would  naturally  be  shipped  at  Benton  is 
taken  to  other  points  for  transportation,  and  in  many  instances  travelers  take  private  conveyances 
and  are  driven  from  DuQuoin  to  Benton,  and  from  Benton  to  DuQuoin,  to  save  lime  and  ex- 
pense by  making  proper  connections  with  other  roads.” 

The  request  is  in  the  following  words: 

“We  most  respectfully  request  your  honorable  Board  to  take  such  action  as  shall  cause  the 
management  of  said  road  to  give  us  a passenger  train  running  between  Benton  and  St.  Louis,  daily 
■except  Sundays,  making  close  connections  with  other  roads,  and  that  the  present  mixed  train,  or 
one  in  its  place,  shall  be  so  run  as  to  make  close  connections  at  DuQuoin  with  trains  to  or  from  St. 
Louis.” 

To  this  the  railroad  company  answers: 

'■'•First — It  is  not  consistent  with  equity  or  fair  dealing  to  require  a greater  train  service  than 
the  patrons  of  the  road  are  willing  or  able  to  pay  for. 

“/SeconcZ— The  business  of  the  line  will  not  justify  more  than  one  train  each  way  per  day,  and, 
therefore,  the  Board  has  no  authority  to  require  the  rendering  of  a service  which  the  business  will 
not  compensate  at  the  rates  established  by  the  Board. 

"•Third — The  company  is  not  financially  able  to  incur  an  expenditure  beyond  the  earning  power 
of  the  road,  in  order  to  furnish  gratuitous  transportation  facilities  to  the  patrons  of  that  division  of 
the  road. 

" Fourth— rendering  of  such  an  order  as  prayed  for  in  this  case  would  amount  to  a depriva- 
tion of  property  without  due  process  of  law,  and  would,  therefore,  antagonize  both  the  State  and 
Federal  Constitutions.  We  are  now  running,  as  we  always  have  been,  one  mixed  train,  the  round 
trip  daily,  over  the  Belleville  & Eldorado  road,  connecting  with  our  morning  train  from  St.  Louis, 
thus  furnishing  the  best  possible  mail,  express  and  passenger  facilities  for  the  east  bound,  and  as 
good  freight  and  passenger  facilities  both  ways  as  could  be  devised. 

“Since  the  opening  of  that  road  in  18S1,  we  have  adopted  every  conceivable  method  of  train 
service  on  that  division  ; we  have  consulted  freely  with  the  patrons  along  the  line,  and  have  adopted 
every  plan  they  have  suggested  in  our  efforts  to  secure  the  system  of  train  service  that  would  best 
promote  the  interests  of  the  line,  and  answer  the  wants  of  the  patrons  along  the  line.  We  have 
tried  an  independent  passenger  train  service  over  the  entire  line,  in  addition  to  the  freight  service ; 
we  have  tried  the  plan  of  operating  a mixed  train  from  Benton  east,  and  a double  train  service  from 
Benton  wesq  we  have  tried,  in  addition  to  the  through  train  service,  an  extension  of  our  main  line 
passenger  from  DuQuoin  to  Benton  daily,  except  Sunday,  and  a mixed  train  service  daily,  both  ways, 
and  after  a thorough  trial  of  every  conceivable  plan  of  operating  the  road,  we  found  nothing  that 
would  better  accommodate  the  business  wants  of  the  people  along  the  line,  and  keep  our  expenses 
within  the  bounds  of  reason,  than  the  running  of  one  mixed  train  daily,  both  ways,  over  the  road. 
We  are  more  than  anxious  to  run  trains,  as  many  of  them  as  the  people  desire,  if  we  can  do  so  with- 
out running  the  company  in  debt;  but  your  Board  will  certainly  appreciate  the  fact  that  we  must 
have  some  regard  for  the  expense  it  involves,  and  the  financial  result  to  the  company  operating  the 
same.  With  but  one  train  per  day.  round  trip,  over  the  road,  we  have  thus  far  been  unable  to  pay 
operating  expenses,  taxes  and  rentals,  and  every  additional  train  we  have  run  or  probably  will  run 
under  existing  conditions  means  an  increase  of  the  loss  in  operating  this  road. 

“We  run  three  passenger  trains  each  way  per  day,  over  the  main  line,  and  a freight  service 
ample  to  accommodate  every  department  of  the  business.  We  would  be  only  too  glad  to  extend 
this  service  over  the  Eldorado  division,  if  we  could  see  our  way  clear  to  do  so  without  loss  to  the 
operating  comi)any.  I concede  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  lessee  company  to  furnish  all  the  facilities 
that  the  patronage  of  the  road  will  justify,  considering  both  the  requirements  of  the  business 
■^including  the  revenue  derived  therefrom),  and  the  expense  to  the  company  furnishing  it.  As  be- 
fore indicated,  we  are  willing  to  furnish  any  number  of  trains  that  the  business  requires  on  this  or 
any  other  division  of  the  road.  To  go  beyond  this  in  the  requirements  of  the  Board  would  simply 
be  to  confiscate  the  property  of  the  company,  and  work  its  destruction  in  subjecting  it  to  the  cow- 
renience  of  its  patrons,  and  a very  few  patrons  at  that,  if  the  citizens  of  Benton  will  guarantee  the 
actual  expenses  of  running  the  trains,  as  suggested  by  them,  we  will  gladly  meet  their  wishes,  as  far 
as  possible,  and  assume  all  chances  of  profit  It  would  not,  however,  be  possible  to  get  our  mixed 
train  around  so  as  to  connect  with  our  evening  train  No.  (i  for  St.  Louis,  unless  we  started  out  of 
Du  quoin  earlier  in  the  morning  and  missed  connection  with  our  morning  train  from  St.  Louis,  and 
thus  disturb  the  mail  and  express  facilities  of  the  line,  in  other  words,  it  would  not  be  safe  to  run 
faster  than  we  are  now  running  with  this  train.  We  can  not  set  our  evening  train  back  or  hold  it 
for  this  connection,  as  it  is  a through  train  from  New  Orleans  and  the  south  over  the  Illinois  Cen- 
tral railroad  and  must  reach  St.  Louis  in  time  to  make  the  evening  connections  out  of  tin  r-f  ” 


It  is  admitted  that  the  train  service  furnished  liy  Ih-  ai'rO'i:' 
company  for  the  iieople  of  Eeiiton  and  vicinity  is  cor  store. l 

in  the  complaint.  On  the  other  hand,  the  statemr  * me  rail- 
road company  that  it  has  tried  additional  train  service  and  that 
the  revenues  of  this  line  did  not  equal  the  expense  thereby  in- 
curred; and  that  the  income  derived  from  the  present  train  ser- 
vice does  not  equal  the  expense  thereof,  is  also  admitted.  Nor  is 
it  insisted  by  the  complainants  that  the  addilional  train  service 
requested  will  increase  the  revenues  of  the  company. 
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That  the  patrons  of  this  line  are  subjected  to  many  incon- 
veniences by  the  present  train  service  is  too  evident  for  denial. 
There  is,  therefore,  no  dispute  as  to  the  facts. 

You  ask,  if  upon  the  above  stated  facts  there  is  a remedy,  and 
if  so,  what  it  is? 

In  answer,  permit  me  to  say: 

Two  modes  of  procedure  may  be  resorted  to  in  proper  cases- 
to  compel  corporations  to  discharge  their  duties  to  the  public, 
viz.:  Mandamus  and  quo  warranto. 

Can  a proceeding  by  mandamus  be  maintained  on  the  admitted 
facts  to  compel  the  company  to  run  trains  as  requested  in  the 
complaint?  Viewed  with  reference  to  this  proceeding,  and  con- 
sidering the  relief  asked,  this  case  differs  in  no  essential  particu- 
lar from  the  case  of  the  O.  & M.  By.  Co.  vs.  The'  People,  ex  rel,,. 
120  111.,  200. 

That  was  a proceeding  brought  by  the  Attorney  General  in  the 
name  of  the  People,  asking  mandamus  to  compel  the  company  to 
run  additional  trains  on  the  Springfield  division  of  its  road.  It 
answered,  as  in  this  case,  that  the  line  did  not  pay  running  ex- 
penses, which  was  admitted. 

The  legal  principle  that  corporations  were  chartered  for  the 
public  benefit  and  owe  their  first  duty  to  the  public;  G.  & C.  U. 
B.  B.  Co.  vs.  Bea,  18  111.,  488;  that  railroad  companies,  exercising 
the  great  powers  they  do,  and  enjoying  such  valuable  privileges 
as  have  been  conferred  upon  them,  are  bound  to  respond  by  pro- 
viding the  most  ample  accommodations  for  the  public,  and  by  dis- 
charging every  duty  imposed  upon  them  with  fidelity  and  dis- 
patch; I.  C.  B.  B.  vs.  Waters,  41  111.,  73;  that  the  primary  con- 
sideration and  principal  object  in  the  creation  of  railroad  corpor- 
ations, and  in  conferring  upon  them  privileges  not  enjoyed  by 
private  citizens,  was  the  accommodation  of  the  public  and  the 
promotion  of  their  interests.  It  was  not  merely  to  aggrandize 
and  enrich  the  stockholders.  The  benefits  to  be  derived  by  the 
stockholders  are  only  incidental  to  accomplish  the  primary  object,. 
P.  & B.  I.  B.  B.  vs.  C.  V.  M.  Co.,  68  111.,  489,  were  all  pressed 
upon  the  attention  of  the  court  in  that  case,  and  yet  the  Supreme 
Court  denied  the  People’s  right  of  action. 

In  that  case  the  court  holds  that  there  are  many  instances  in 
which  mandamus  will  lie  to  compel  a railroad  company  to  per- 
form a duly  which  is  clear  and  imperative,  citing  a large  number 
of  them,  and  among  others,  that  it  will  lie  to  compel  a railroad 
company  to  run  daily  trains,  declaring,  however,  that  in  many  of 
these  cases  the  duty  was  imposed  by  special  statutory  provision. 

With  regard  to  the  remedy  sought  in  that  case,  however,  the 
court  says : 

“It  is  believed, however,  no  case  can  be  found  which, in  the  absence  of  a statutory  requirement, 
has  gone  to  the  length  of  holding  that  a railroad  company  may  be  compelled  by  mandamus  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  trains  on  its  road,  or  to  run  daily  a particular  number  of  trains  over  its  road, 
and  we  are  satisfiea  there  is  no  commop  law  authority  for  making  such  an  order.  Of  course,  where 
the  charter  of  the  company  expressly  requires  that  not  less  than  a given  number  of  trains  shall  be* 
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run  daily,  the  company  may  be  compelled  by  mandamus,  to  perform  this,  like  any  other  specific 
duty  enjoined  by  its  charier  or  by  other  statutory  provision.  But  even  if  this  might  be  done  on 
mere  common  law  principles,  we  are  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  order  in  this  case,  requiring  the 
defendant  to  run  daily  two  passenger  trains  each  way  over  its  road  was  wholly  unwarranted  by  the 
circumstances.  If  the  travel  and  other  business  on  the  road  with  one  passenger  train  each  way 
daily,  have  failed  to  keep  the  road  in  repair  and  pay  running  expenses,  as  is  clearly  shown  to  be  the 
fact,  it  is  difficult  to  perceive  upon  what  theory  the  company,  in  its  embarrassed  condition,  can  be 
required  to  incur  the  additional  expense  of  two  extra  passenger  trains.  A company  that  runs  a 
daily  passenger  train  each  way  over  a road  which  can  not,  with  proper  management,  be  made  to 
keep  up  repairs  and  pay  running  expenses,  certainly  does  fully  as  much  as  the  law  requires  of  it, 
so  far  as  passenger  trains  are  concerned.” 

This,  it  sterns  to  me,  is  absolutely  conclusive  of  the  case  pre- 
sented to  your  Board,  so  far  as  any  remedy  by  writ  of  mandamus 
is  attainable,  whether  it  is  sought  on  the  ground  of  the  duty  of 
the  company  irrespective  of  its  income,  to  place  additional  trains 
on  this  line  of  road,  or  on  the  ground  that  having  a surplus 
arising  from  other  lines  which  it  operates,  it  is  bound  to  use  that 
surplus  to  increase  the  service  on  this  line. 

As  the  court  say,  no  case  can  be  found  which,  in  the  absence 
of  statutory  requirement,  has  gone  to  the  length  of  holding  that 
a railroad  company  may  be  compelled  by  mandamus  to  increase 
the  number  of  trains  on  its  road.  The  prayer  of  the  petitioners 
in  this  case  is  specific  on  this  very  point,  in  that  it  asks  your 
Board  “to  take  such  action  as  shall  cause  the  management  of  said 
road  to  cause  a passenger  train  to  be  run  between  Benton  and 
St.  Louis  daily,  except  Sundays,  making  close  connections  with 
other  roads,  and  that  the  present  mixed  train,  or  one  in  its  place, 
shall  be  so  run  as  to  make  close  connection  at  Du  Quoin  with 
trains  to  or  from  St.  Louis.” 

It  is  not  only  specific  in  its  demand  that  an  increased  number 
of  trains  be  placed  upon  the  road,  but  practically  demands  that 
your  Board  shall  control  the  schedule  time  of  both  trains  therein 
suggested. 

I have  searched  in  vain  for  any  case  where  authority  of  a court 
to  compel  the  running  of  trains  as  therein  requested,  has  been 
upheld.  Certainly  no  such  authority  is  specifically  conferred  by 
statute  upon  your  Board. 

If  a railroad  company  fails  or  refuses  to  operate  its  line  of  road 
and  thus  fails  to  subserve  the  primary  object  of  its  creation,  viz.: 
to  benefit  the  public,  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  right  of  the  People 
to  maintain  an  action  in  the  nature  of  quo  warranto,  and  have  the 
franchise  of  the  company  forfeited.  1 think  it  clear  also  that  the 
same  form  of  action  may  be  maintained  under  our  statute  where 
a railroad  company  fails  to  give  to  the  people  such  service  as 
their  commercial  necessities  demand  and  will  sustain. 

But  will  such  action  be  availing  as  a remedy  in  this  case?  When 
the  lessee  took  this  road  it  assumed  the  obligations  to  operate  it 
as  contemplated  by  the  charter  of  the  lessor. 

Whatever  duties  the  Belleville  & Eldorada  Kailroad  Company 
owed  to  the  public,  the  St.  Louis,  Alton  & Terre  Haute  Eailroad 
Company,  as  the  lessee,  operating  the  road  of  the  former  com- 
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pany,  is  bound  to  perform.  If  it  fails  in  the  performance  of  these 
duties  then  its  right  to  operate  the  road  may  be  forfeited  by  pro- 
ceedings in  the  nature  of  quo  warranto. 

I think,  however,  it  may  be  seriously  doubted  if  a forfeiture 
could  be  asked  because  the  company  refuses  to  increase  its  train 
service,  when  the  business  of  the  line  does  not  pay  for  the  pres- 
sent  service,  and  would  much  more  fail  to  pay  the  expense  of  the 
increased  service. 

If  the  company  should  abandon  the  road  because  it  does  not 
pay  operating  expenses,  then  undoubtedly  its  right  to  operate 
may  be  forfeited;  but  so  long  as  it  chooses  to  operate  it  at  a loss, 
I do  not  think  its  right  to  do  so  can  be  questioned  by  the  peo- 
ple. 

In  the  O.  & M.  case,  above  referred  to,  the  court,  speaking  of 
the  duty  of  the  company  to  properly  operate  the  road,  say: 

“Nor  is  there  any  doubt  of  its  duty  to  so  operate  it  as  to  afford  adequate  facilities  for  the  transac- 
tion of  such  business  as  may  be  offered  it,  or  at  least  reasonably  be  expected.  This  is  equally  true  of 
passengers  and  freight.  As  to  the  extent  or  sufficiency  of  these  facilities,  including  the  number  and 
frequency  of  trains,  that  is  to  be  judged  of  chiefly  by  the  amount  of  business  on  the  line  of  the  road. 
The  company,  however,  is  given,  as  it  should  be,  a very  large  discretion  in  determining  all  questions 
relating  to  the  equipment  and  operation  of  the  road.  Hence,  courts  as  a general  rule,  will  not  in- 
terfere with  the  management  of  railways  in  these  respects,  except  where  the  act  sought  to  be  en- 
forced is  specific,  and  the  right  to  its  performance  in  the  manner  proposed  is  clear  and  undoubted." 

Here  the  court  seem  to  determine  as  a legal  conclusion  that 
what  will  be  considered  “adequate  facilities  as  to  the  number  and 
frequency  of  trains,”  ist  to  be  judged  and  governed  chiefly  by  the 
amount  of  business  on  the  line  of  the  road. 

But  suppose  that  an  action  in  the  nature  of  quo  warranto  were 
begun  and  a forfeiture  asked  on  the  ground  set  forth  in  the  com- 
plaint. It  may  well  be  doubted  if  any  judgment  obtained  against 
the  company  would  go  farther  than  to  forfeit  its  right  to  operate 
this  road.  In  that  event  the  result  would  be  to  throw  the  road 
back  into  the  hands  of  the  lessor  company,  and  with  the  admitted 
fact  that  the  road  does  not  pay  running  expenses,  there  would 
be  no  guaranty  of  improved  train  service.  If  that  company  was 
less  able  to  operate  the  road  ilian  this  one,  its  charter  might  in 
turn  be  forfeited  on  account  of  its  inability  to  perform  its  charter 
duties,  but  unless  some  other  company  could  then  be  found  will- 
ing to  take  and  operate  the  road,  the  result  would  be  the  exchange 
of  what  is  evidently  a poor  train  service  for  no  train  service  at 
all,  which  certainly  would  be  no  remedy. 

There  remains  then  but  one  other  point  to  be  considered  and  that 
seems  to  be  the  ov.^  mainly  r ’:ed  upon  by  complainants,  viz.:  the 
liability  of  the  less.-e  supp  -»dditional  train  service  for  this 
line  even  though  it  d'H-.^  at  a : ‘-s,  because  it  has  surplus  rev- 
enues derived  from  oth(  lines  operated  by  it. 

I have  given  this  ’ a iAer  much  consideration,  have  found  no 
case  which  sustains  th  d position,  and  have  serious  doubts  whether 
or  not  such  liability  m be  e i.'V.  v ‘cd. 
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The  sworn  report  of  the  auditor  of  the  coropany  submitted  with 
the  company’s  answer,  and  not  controverted,  shows  that  in  the  five 
years,  1884  to  1888  inclusive,  the  total  loss  in  operating  the  Belle- 
ville & Eldorada  line  was  $44,810.64. 

With  this  exhibit,  and  on  the  statement  of  facts  on  which  the 
complaint  in  this  case  is  based,  I do  not  believe  that  a court 
would  in  a proceeding  in  the  nature  of  quo  warranto,  hold 
the  company  liable  or  forfeit  its  franchise  for  refusing  to  increase 
its  losses  in  operating  the  line. 

From  the  foregoing  I conclude  there  is  grave  doubt  that  a legal 
remedy  exists  for  the  inconveniences  set  forth  in  the  complaint  on 
the  admitted  state  of  facts  presented,  nor  do  I believe  that  a 
remedial  judgment  could  be  obtained  thereon. 

Very  respectfully  yours. 

Geo.  Hunt,  Attorney  General. 
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No.  9. 

PASSENGEE  KATES. 


Paper  read  before  the  Senate  committee  on  railroads,  of  the 
36th  General  Assembly,  by  Hon.  John  I.  Einaker,  former  chair- 
man of  the  Eailroad  and  Warehouse  Commission,  and  unanimously 
adopted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  Eckhart,  from  the  committee  on  railroads,  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred a resolution  presented  by  Senator  Stephenson,  concerning  the 
reduction  of  passenger  fare  on  railroads  in  this  State,  containing 
the  following  inquiries,  “What  reasons,  if  any,  have  prevented  the 
Eailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners  from  reducing  railroad  fare 
in  this  State  to  two  cents  per  mile  to  the  local  traveling  public?” 
“and  whether  or  not  it  is  practicable  to  reduce  railroad  fare  in 
this  State,  and  if  so  to  what  rate  it  should  be  reduced,  and  what 
legislation,  if  any,  is  necessary,”  respectfully  beg  leave  to  report 
that  the  chairman  of  the  Eailroad  and  Warehouse  Commissioners, 
General  Einaker,  appeared  before  this  committee  and  presented 
the  accompanying  reasons  in  answer  to  the  above  inquiry,  which 
reasons  this  committee  unanimously  adopted,  and  recommend  that 
the  resolution  be  laid  on  the  table. 

In  answer  to  the  questions  why  has  not  the  Board  of  Eailroad 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners  reduced  the  rate  of  passenger  fare 
on  the  railroads  of  Illinois  to  2 cents  per  passenger  per  mile,  and 
why  should  not  the  board  be  required  now  to  make  such  reduc- 
tion? 

In  answer  to  the  foregoing  questions,  the  following  facts  among 
others  that  might  be  mentioned,  have  influenced  the  judgment  of 
the  'Board  in  refraining  from  making  a reduction  of  passenger  rates 
below  3 cents  per  mile  as  the  maximum  rate. 

1.  We  have  considered  the  cost  of  the  railroads  and  the  equip- 
ments, as  the  same  have  been  reported  to  us,  $330,096,880.78. 

2.  The  total  expense  of  operating  the  railroads,  including  taxes, 
$41,610,543,  besides  interest  and  rentals,  in  all  $55,417,277. 

3.  The  gross  earnings  of  the  roads,  $61,333,515. 

4.  The  net  earnings  of  the  roads,  $8,191,341. 
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(a.)  The  fact  that  only  13  out  of  61  railroads  reporting  to  this 
board  pay  dividends. 

(b. ) And  that  of  these  only  2 pay  so  high  as  8 per  cent,  per 
annum. 

(c.)  That  on  the  capital  invested  in  railroads  in  Illinois,  the 
net  income  on  the  best  railroads  in  the  State  is  very  low,  and  with 
three  exceptions  does  not  exceed  6 per  cent. 

(d.)  That  48  railroads  do  not  pay  any  dividends  at  all. 

(e.)  That  14  railroads  failed  to  receive  enough  income,  after 

paying  operating  expenses  and  taxes,  to  pay  interest  on  their 
bonds. 

(f.)  That  10  railroads  received  only  enough  income  to  pay 

operating  expenses  and  taxes,  but  not  enough  to  pay  rentals  and 
miscellaneous  expenses. 

(g. ) That  6 railroads  failed  to  pay  operating  expenses  and 

taxes. 

5.  That  the  railroads  in  Illinois  have  in  fact  carried  passengers 

at  an  average  rate  of  two  and  tweuty-nine  hundredths  of  a cent, 
not  including  the  suburban  business  of  the  Illinois  Central,  which 
is  large,  and  the  rate  therefor  quite  low.  ^ 

6.  The  fact  that  this  rate  is  lower  than  in  most  of  the  States 
of  the  Union,  and  outside  of  Connecticut,  Ohio  and  Massachusetts 
is  the  lowest  rate  at  which  passengers  on  railroads  are  trans- 
ported. 

7.  That  while  by  statute  of  New  York  the  New  York  Central 
railroad  is  required  to  transport  passengers  at  2 cents  per  mile, 
we  observe  that  the  volume  of  passenger  traffic  on  that  railroad  is 
very  great.  Omitting  to  take  into  account  the  rural  population 
along  the  line  of  that  railroad,  the  population  of  the  cities  and 
towns  at  its  termini,  and  along  its  line  alone  is  about  3,000,000, 
besides  the  fact  that  it  is  the  principal  line  between  the  east  and 
west  for  the  transportation  of  the  great  tide  of  immigration  to  this 
eountry.  There  is  no  such  volume  of  passenger  traffic  for  any  line  of 
railroad  in  Illinois.  The  population  of  Illinois  is  now  estimated  at 
not  more  than  3,650,000,  yet  the  railroad  mileage  of  Illinois  is  greater 
than  that  of  New  York.  The  fact  is,  that  of  local  passengers,  the  New 
York  Central  carried  more  in  the  year  1887  than  all  of  the.  railroads 
in  Illinois  combined.  (The  reason  for  making  the  comparison  on 
business  done  in  1887  is  that  the  New  York  report  for  1888  has 
not  yet  been  received  at  this  office),  hence  we  have  thought  that 
the  rate  of  the  New  York  Central  could  not  be  taken  as  a crite- 
rion for  fixing  the  rates  on  railroads  in  Illinois. 

8.  There  is  another  fact  to  be  noticed,  and  that  is  that  the  rate 
on  the  New  York  Central  is  much  lower  than  on  most  of  the  rail- 
roads in  New  York,  the  rate  on  many  of  the  railroads  in  that 
State  ranging  from  four  and  one-half  to  five  and  two-thirds  cents 
per  mile.  And  it  will  be  observed  that  the  rates  on  the  railroads 
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in  several  of  tlie  States  differ  considerably.  (See  table  herewith 
submitted.)  The  difference  in  the  topography  of  the  country  in 
different  parts  of  those  States,  which  may  have  something  to  do 
with  the  necessity  for  different  rates  on  different  railroads  therein, 
has  no  application  to  the  almost  uniform  level  of  Illinois. 

AVe  submit  herewith  table  X found  in  the  annual  rejjort  of  this 
Board  for  1888,  which  shows  the  rates  charged  and  the  cost,  and 
the  estimated  profit  per  mile.  The  rate  per  passenger  per  mile 
on  all  the  railroads  in  Illinois  is  lower  than  on  those  of  other 
States,  except  some  railroads  in  the  States  of  Connecticut,  Ohio 
and  Massachusetts,  and  on  a few  railroads  in  New  York. 

9.  The  question  may  be  asked,  why  not  reduce  the  rate  on  the 
railroads  whose  lines  run  through  densely  populated  parts  of  Illi- 
nois, and  whose  volume  of  business  i&  large,  and  allow  a higher 
rate  to  be  charged  on  the  railroads  having  less  volume  of  business 
and  the  lines  of  which  run  through  regions  where  the  population 
is  sparse.  It  has  not  seemed  lair  to  make  those  living  in  the 
poorer  parts  of  the  State,  and  having  poor  railroad  accommoda- 
tions pay  more  than  those  Tvho  live  where  they  have  better  rail- 
road accommodations,  and  who  are,  as  a class,  better  able  to  pay 
therefor.  It  is  not  fair  to  oppress  the  one  class  by  allowing  high 
rates,  because  others  more  favorably  situated  can  get  very  low 
rates.  The  fact  that  many  of  the  railroads  in  Illinois  are  com- 
paratively new,  and,  in  a sense,  incomplete,  and  only  moderately 
well  equipped,  renders  it  necessary  that  large  sums  of  money 
should  be  used  to  put  them  in  proper  condition  to  afford  such 
service  as  the  people  traveling  thereon  are  entitled  to  receive.  We 
have  thought  it  more  important  that  people  should  travel  over 
these  highways  in  security  and  comfort,  than  that  they  should  be 
transported  at  a low  rate;  that  safety  and  comfort  should  be  de- 
manded now,  and  low  rates  demanded  after  these  are  secured,  and 
when  they  can  be  demanded  with  more  reason,  and  when  they 
are  likely  to  come  by  reason  of  competition. 

And  that  it  might  be  known  to  what  extent  the  income  of  the 
railroads  have  been  applied  to  betterments,  the  Board  has  required 
the  railroads  to  report  what  is  being  done  in  the  way  of  perma- 
nent improvements  and  betterments  on  their  lines  of  railroad,  and 
in  improving  equipments,  etc.,  as  will  be  seen  in  the  annual  re- 
port for  1888. 

The  returns  of  the  railroads  show  that  during  the  year  ending 
June  30,  1888,  they  expended  for  permanent  improvement  of 
tracks  by  ballasting  with  stone  and  like  hard  and  durable  mate- 
rials, and  by  erecting  new  iron  bridges,  stone  culverts  and  laying 
new  steel  rails,  and  procuring  new  and  improved  equipments,  over 
three  millions  of  dollars.  We  submit  a table  herewith  showing 
what  railroads  have  made  these  expenditures,  and  the  amounts,  etc. 

The  fact  is  stated  that  the  rate  charged  for  the  transportation 
^ of  passengers  between  competitive  points  like  Chicago  and  St. 
Louis,  or  on  strictly  inter-state  passenger  traffic,  is  lower  than  on 
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local  or  strictly  State  business,  and  the  question  is  asked,  why 
should  not  the  railroads  be  compelled  to  make  the  same  rates  on 
local  business?  If  the  railroads  can  afford  to  transport  through 
or  inter-state  passengers  at  such  low  rates,  are  they  not  reason- 
able rates  for  all  passengers?  All  other  things  being  equal,  the 
question  should  be  answered  in  the  affirmative.  But  are  the  con- 
ditions the  same?  We  think  not.  For  instance,  take  a railroad 
with  track  completed,  well  equipped  with  all  necessary  rolling 
stock  for  its  State  or  local  business,  and  with  volume  of  business 
sufficient  at  reasonable  rates  to  pay  for  its  labor,  fuel,  repairs,  in- 
terest and  taxes,  and  with  business  along  its  line  within  the  State 
just  sufficient  to  pay  its  fixed  charges,  then  if  it  can  get  addi- 
tional business  without  an  increase  of  its  fixed  charges,  it  will 
make  a profit  to  that  extent. 

The  fact  is,  that  with  respect  to  inter-state  passenger  business, 
the  supply  of  transportation  from  and  between  competitive  points 
is  greater  than  the  demand.  The  railroad  carriers,  therefore,  com- 
pete for  this  business,  and  compete  sharply,  and  sometimes  carry 
such  competition  to  what  is  apparently  ruinously  low  rates.  This- 
competition  consists  not  only  in  lowering  rates,  but  holding  out 
greater  inducements  by  furnishing  better  and  more  luxuriously 
equipped  cars,  etc.,  yet  such  competition,  while  perhaps  carried  to 
extremes  at  times,  is  not  necessarily  ruinous  to  the  railroads  con- 
cerned, nor  injurious  to  the  public  generally,  nor  to  the  people  in? 
particular  who  live  along  the  lines  within  the  State.  All  the  in- 
come that  the  railroad  in  the  case  supposed  gets  from  the  inter- 
state passenger  traffic,  while  the  fixed  charges  remain  the  same, 
goes  to  its  account  of  profits,  which  profits,  in  the  case  of  some 
railroads,  would  not  have  been  secured  if  not  obtained  at  such  re- 
duced rates.  The  profits  so  secured  inures  to  the  common  benefit 
in  the  long  run,  in  that  it  enables  a railroad  corporation  to  pay 
its  stockholders  dividends,  and  supplies  it  with  the  means  of  im- 
proving its  tracks  and  equipments,  and  increases  the  value  of  its 
property,  and  augments  the  amount  of  taxes  it  pays  to  aid  in 
bearing  the  common  burthens  of  government. 

The  people  do  not  complain  of  the  railroads  on  account  of  tho 
lower  rate  for  through  or  inter-state  passenger  traffic,  so  much  as 
they  do  of  the  fact  that  those  who  obtain  the  lower  rates  are  also 
at  the  same  time,  and  on  the  same  train,  furnished  with,  and  en- 
joy the  luxury  of  riding  in  better  cars  than  those  furnished  to 
the  local  passengers,  who  pay  a higher  rate. 

We  have  thought,  in  view  of  the  facts  stated,  and  others  that 
might  be  suggested,  that  3 cents  was  a reasonable  maximum  rate 
per  mile  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  on  the  railroads  in 
Illinois,  and  there  is  not  at  present  any  just  reason,  founded  upon 
a fair  consideration  of  the  facts  in  the  case,  for  reducing  that 
maximum  rate  to  2 cents  per  mile. 

It  may  be  suggested  that  the  Board  of  Bailroad  Commissioners 
was  justified  in  declining  to  reduce  the  rate  for  transporting  pas- 
sengers on  the  railroads  of  the  48  corporations  whose  roads  do  not 
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yield  one  cent  of  income  to  the  people  whose  money  built  and 
-equipped  those  roads,  and  in  concluding  that  the  mass  of  the  fair- 
minded  people  of  Illinois,  while  they  have  the  use  at  reasonable 
rates  of  such  roads,  and  while  those  particular  corporations  are 
paying  $1,093,759.18  of  taxes  do  not  require  that  the  owners  of 
this  great  property  should  have  the  day  when  they  may  receive 
some  income  from  their  investment  indefinitely  postponed  by  an 
arbitrary  reduction  of  the  passenger  rates  below  the  present  maxi- 
mum of  3 cents  per  mile. 
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No.  10. 

INTEKLOCKING  AND  DERAILING  DEVICES. 


Rules  Alopted  by'  Commission  December  5,  1889. 

The  plan  and  construction  of  interlocking  and  derailing  devices  to 
be  used  at  grade  crossings  of  intersecting  lines  of  railroads  in  Illi- 
nois must  be  arranged  to  conform  to  the  following 

GENERAL  RULES. 

1.  The  normal  position  of  all  signals  must  indicate  danger — 
derail  points  open — and  the  interlocking  so  arranged  that  it  will 
be  impossible  for  operator  to  give  safety  signal  for  train  to  pro- 
ceed without  first  closing  derail  and  giving  clear  track  to  ap- 
proaching train. 

2.  On  level  track,  the  derail  points  in  high-speed  tracks  must 
be  placed  three  hundred  (300)  feet  from  intersection  of  crossing 
tracks. 

3.  On  descending  grades,  the  derail  points  on  high-speed  tracks 
must  be  so  located  as  to  give  the  measure  of  safety  equal  to  three 
hundred  (300)  feet  on  level  track. 

4.  The  minimum  distance  for  derail  points  on  high-speed  tracks 
is  three  hundred  (300)  feet  from  crossing,  and  no  less  distance 
from  crossing  will  be  approved  on  account  of  ascending  grade 
toward  crossing. 

5.  On  switching,  storage  and  slow-speed  tracks,  the  position  of 
derail  points  may  be  located  to  best,  accommodate  the  traffic  and 
provide  the  same  measure  of  safety  indicated  in  foregoing  rules. 

6.  On  single  track  railroads,  derail  points,  when  practicable, 
should  be  on  inside  of  curve,  and  when  double  track  is  used,  the 
derail  points  should  be  in  outside  rail  of  both  tracks. 

7.  Home  signal  posts  must  be  fifty  (50)  feet  beyond  point  of 
derail.  Distance  between  home  and  distance  signal  must  not  be 
less  than  twelve  hundred  (1,200)  feet.  Signal  post  should  be 
placed  on  engineman’s  side  of  track  it  governs. 
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8.  Guard  rails  should  be  laid  on  inside  of  rail  opposite  deiail, 
and  commence  at  least  six  (6)  feet  toward  home  signal  from  point 
of  derail,  extending  from  thence  toward  crossing,  parallel  with  and 
eight  inches  distant  from  traffic  rail,  total  length  two  hundred 
(200)  feet,  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

9.  In  considering  the  device  offered  for  approval,  the  speed  of 
passenger  or  high-speed  trains  will  be  estimated  at  twelve  (12) 
miles  per  hour,  and  that  of  freight  or  low-speed  trains  at  eight 
(8)  miles  per  hour.  No  greater  speed  should  be  permitted  while 
passing  over  the  crossing. 

10.  Plans  of  the  system  of  inter-locking  which  is  proposed  to 
be  constructed,  if  submitted  to  this  office,  will  be  examined  and 
returned,  with  any  suggestions  of  changes  or  additions  that  is 
deemed  necessary  to  make. 

All  plans  should  indicate  grade  on  tracks,  direction  and  kind 
of  traffic,  and  all  dimensions  in  plain  letters  and  figures. 

It  is  intended  in  this  circular  to  state  general  rules,  which  will 
govern  the  construction  of  any  proposed  system  of  interlocking. 
The  business  to  be  handled,  relative  position  and  operation  of  in- 
tersecting lines  may  require  safeguards  not  mentioned  herein. 

The  system  of  interlocking  and  derailing  must  be  complete  in 
each  particular  before  it  will  be  reported  upon  or  approved. 
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